National Liberation Today

(Report delivered to the Executive Committee of
the Communist Party on November 10th, 1963)

R. Palme Dutt

L. Aim of Report
The aim of this Report is to cover three main
subjects:

(1) New features of the national liberation move-
ment, changes from the old forms of the
colonial question, and consequent new ques-
tions arising.

(2) Britain’s role in relation to the newly indepen-
dent countries and the new forms of the
national liberation struggle.

(3) Current controversies, arising from the dis-
cussion in the international communist move-
ment, with reeard to the relationship of the
national liberation struggle to the world
situation, the socialist camp and the inter-
ri?tional working class, and the struggle for

gace.

II. New Features of National Liberation—the
Remaining Areas of Colonial Domination

The old form of the colonial question for our
Party developed in the period when imperialism
controlled five-sixths of the world, and the
majority of mankind was under colonial or semi-
colonial rule. This period lasted until the Second
World War. Our Party, at the centre of the British
Empire, the largest world colonial Empire, has
from the outset consistently sought to fulfil its
responsibility of direct and active alliance with
the peoples struggling for freedom from colonial
rule. We can be proud of the record of our Party
in this battle. The role of comrades like George
Allison, Percy Glading and Ben Bradley in India,
George Hardy in China, our close contacts with
the movement in Ireland or in South Africa, are
testimony of this. Our party is the only political
party in Britain which has a consistent record of
fighting against colonialism, At a time when the
second Labour Government was putting 60,000
Indians in prison for the crime of demanding
national independence, our comrade Ben Bradley
was undergoing four years imprisonment along-
side Indian working class leaders in India.

Today the majority of the former colonial
peoples have won their political Independence. In
the Tast twenty years fifty countries have won

political independence. For them the tasks of the
national liberation struggle have now become to
complete and consolidate their political indepen-
dence, end the remaining holds of imperialism,
win economic independence, and carry through
economic and social reconstructjon,

But direct colonial rule remains in parts of
Asia, Africa and the Caribbean, involving still
millions under British rule. In these areas the
struggle against colonialism is intense, and is often
met with severe resistance, as these are the
toughest remaining centres of direct colonialism.
Hence our tasks of practical alliance with the
liberation struggle of these peoples under British
colonial rule reaches still to great heights.

The main areas involved and our policy in
relation to them are set out in the Executive
Committee statement: Finish with Colonialism.

(a) Southern Rhodesia

(b) South Africa (which is still a sphere mainly
of British capital, although formally outside
the Commonwealth) and the High Com-
mission Territories

(c) Aden and the Gulf ‘

(d) Malaysia (which is a creation of British
imperialism maintained by British armed
forces to dominate South-East Asia)

(¢) British Guiana and the Caribbean. (In
relation to Guiana Sandys’ outrageous
decision at the November Conference, offer-
ing no date for independence, and manipulat-
ing the electoral system to promote racial
division, is a sell-out to the United States)

(f) Northern Ireland (which is in fact legally
and constitutionally under the domination
of British imperialism)

The United Nations resolution of 1960 for
immediate self-determination for all colonial
peoples has sharpened the issue. The U.N. Com-
mittee of twenty-four for the fulfilment of this
resolution has performed a valuable function.
This policy has been carried by the co-operation
of the Soviet Union and the socialist countries
with the Afro-Asian countries against the resis-
tance of British, French and U.S. imperialists.
This new majority in the Unite ations 15 of
profound international significance. The recent
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statement in the Chinese Communist Party docu-
ment on neo-colonialism pouring scorn on this
raising of the colonial question in the UNO as
equivalent to an appeal to imperialism completely
fails to see the international significance of this
new majority, representing the alliance of the
Socialist and Afro-Asian countries, with the hand-
ful of imperialist states exposed as a reactionay

minogity.

The spec’al problem raised of the very small
colonial territories should be seen in this context.
The old objection that they are too small to be
capable of independent existence is no longer
valid in the new cond'tions. Immediate indepen-
dence should be accompanied with immediate
membership of the United Natioas to ensure their

m
full international rights acainst aggression. Any
schémes of federation

SHoUId be undertaken
voluntarily only after self-determination, and not
imposed by the ruling imperialist power.

The Labour Party in principle recognises the
richt of self-determinat'on. but in practice this
recognition is always hedced round with qualifica-
tions as in the case of territories regarded as too

I to be viable. Further. in practice the Labour
Party supports the armed actions of British im-
perialism. as in ths recent statemant of Gordon
Walker of Seotember 18th pledeing full support
to the Tory Government in any action necessary
for the protection of “Britich interests and
property” in relation to the question of Malaysia
and Indonesia. Similarly Haro!d Wilson, at Ham-
burg in September. declared that Labour’s strategic
policy in coatrast to the Tory emphasis on a
fictitious nuclear independence, would be concen-
trating on ‘‘conventional” armaments, to be
“strong East of Suez”.

III. New Featvres of “Vational Liberation—the
Newly Independent Sta‘es

The majority of former colonial peoples have

now won the establishment and recognition of

their countries as indenendent sovereign states.

When Lenin wrote his thesis on the national and

colonial questicn in 1920, the colcnies, semi:
colonies and Dom'nions and dependencies
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Suez and the Congo, the most violent offensive
and even armed assault of imperialism has taken
place after the establishment of independence. In
all cases the big imperialist monopolies seek to
maintain their hold and exploitation.

In the report on neo-colonialism at the Execu-
tive Committee in September 1961 we examined
the key features of this new strategy of imperial-
izm to maintain a hold on the newly independent
states. Some of the forms of this strategy were
characterised, for instance, maintaining hold:

(a) by direct political means at the time of
establishing independence i.e. through part tion,
as n Ireland, India, Palest'ne; imposing constitu-
tions which play on div.sion, as in the case of
Cyprus or attempted in Kenya; establ.shing
federal regimss based on the most react.onary
strata as in Ma ays a or the Gulf sheikdoms in
the South Arabian Federation;

(b) strategic holds through drawing the
countries into imperial st military blocs, as in the
case of Pakistan, or the establ.shment of bases
as in Cyprus, Aden, and Malays a,

Against all these forms of political and strategic
domination or indirect influence by imperialism,
the peoples of the new.y independent countries
have conducted an  increasingly  successful
struggle. Bases have been forced to be withdrawn
in Eire, the United Arab Repubiic, Iraq and
Ceylon. The majority of the newly independent
Afro-Asian states fcllow the general international
line of “non-alignment”, i.e. refusal to be drawn
into the imperialist military blocs (although in
the case of Indts this has been weakened by The

accountéd Tor 77-2 Per cent ol tae territory and

69.2 per cent of the population of the world. In
1963 onlv 7.7 per cent of the w-rld’s area and
1.7 per cent of its pcpulation remain under the
direct domination of colonial rule.

But, while their recognition as independent

_soveregn _states has —-beed “established. _in..the

majority of caes the'r full po'i 'i*ical mdepe_:ngience
from irmperialism has st to be comogted_a.n.d
consolidated. —The  baff'é ~for economic inde-
pendence is only opening. In some cases, e.g.

‘KngIo-Qmericjap7 imperialist utilisation _of__the

bcorder question to establish considerable penetra-
tion by military missions).

EcoNoMIC INDEPENDENCE

The mo-t important new question developing
in_the national liberation struggle of the newly
independent couniries is the struggle for economic
independence, which is bound up with economlc
and social  reconstruction af home. FEconomic
exploitaticn by 1mperlallsm has ™ : actually been
intens’fied in the recent period also in relation to
the newly independent states. It is pointed out on
all sides that the richer industrial imperialist
nations have been growing richer in the modern
period and that the poor, ie. colonial or ex-
colonial, naticns have been growing poorsr. What
is not pointed out is that this is preciselv the effect
of intenified colonial exploitation. One measure
of this is shown bv the increase in prices of
industrial goods which these countries have to
buy. and fall in the prices of the primary
products, food and raw materials which they sell.

e
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According to the United Nations Bulletin of
Statistics, between 1953-1962 the prices of manu-
factured goods rose by nine per cent while the
prices of primary products from under-developed
countries fell by 12 per cent and of food from
under-developed countries by 22 per cent. The
United Nations Report International Economic
Assistance to the Less-Developed Countries in
1961 shows that between 1953-5 and 1957-9 the
loss to the under-developed countries through
worsening terms of trade was nearly twice the
total of public aid funds to these countries. This
is only in reference to the terms of trade. But in
fact imperialism draws gigantic profits from
ownership of the main economic resources of the
colonial and ex-colonial countries. Examples of
this will be given later in this Report. Therefore
the national liberation battle develops beyond
political independence to win possession of the
economic resources of their countries. The-reso-
luticn of the Third All-African Peoples Confer-
ence on Neo-Colonialism set out the aim:

“The nationalisation of the ma’n plantations,
banks, transport and industrial enterpr.ses which
belong to organisations of imperialism.”

This battle for winning the economic resources
out of the hands of imperialism is still at an early
stage. Iran’s nationalisation of the oil industry
met with violent resistance and the replacement
of the Government of the national bourgeoisie
through a military coup organised by imperialism.
Similarly Egypt’s nationalisation of the Suez
Canal was el with aggressive war and invasion
by British and French imperialism. Indonesian
measures of nationalisation of former Dutc
assets have been carried through against intense
resistance. The taking over of U.S. monopoly
resources in Cuba was followed by the violent
anti-Cuba campaign of the United States.

Hence we need to be on the alert for many
forms of the further development of this new
stage of the national liberation struggle. We need
to reccgnise that this fight is against the same
monopolies which exploit the British workers, and
that therefore alliance in this fight strengthens
both sides.

NATIONAL BOURGEOISIE

These questions are bound up with the internal
situation and clas; relations inside the newly
independent countries. In the majority of these
countrie; independence has been won with the
national movement under the leadership of the
national bourgeoisie; the mass of the population
are the peasantry, while the working ¢lass™is
“stitl relatively small in numbers and weakly
developed in organisation. Witﬁ'lif“t"lie”‘nati't)‘na‘l
““bourgeoisie there are two trends: "
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(a) towards contradictions and conflict with C /

imperialism, and
Lo b
L

(b) towards compromise with imperialism.

One or another trend is dominant at one or
another time.

Hence we need to judge each concrete situation
and guide our policy in accordance with two main
principles:

First, wherever there is active anti-imperialist
struggle led by the national bourgeoisie, directly
challenging imperialist interests, we should not
hesitate to back it, even though the regime ol the

national bourgeoisie shows reactionary internal
features. The classic example of this was the role
of Nasser in the war against British and French
imperialism in 1956. Nasser was at the same time
persecuting and imprisoning Communists inside
Egypt. Nevertheless the Egyptian Communists in
prison gave full support, as we did, to the anti-
imperialist battle led by Nasser,

Second, while supporting any anti-imperialist
struggle of the national bourgeoisie, we should
always keep in the forefront at the same time,
the key importance of the_independent develop-
ment of Marxism and the working class in these
countries, since it is only Marxism and the work-
ing class which Tepresents the most consistent
anti-imperialist fighter and which can solve the
problems of internal social and economic
development for the future of these countries,

Crucial importance in consequence attaches to
the question of the formation of Communist ‘
Parties in these counfries where they do not yet x
exist. This question needs to be judged in the light I
of the concrete situation in each case. A special ’l
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problem is where the development of the national
movement has taken the form of the one-party
state (see the article by Jack Woddis on this sub-
ject in the August 1963 Marxism Today).

These questions will be further discussed in the
future Executive Committee report on Africa and
Socialism, and are not therefore dealt with here.

INDEPENDENT NATIONAL DEMOCRACY

The general governing line is set out in the 1960
Declaration of the 81 Communist Parties for the !
aims of states of independent national democracy: !

“In the present situation favourable domestic
and international conditions arise in many
countries for the establishment of an independent
national democracy, that is a state which (1)
consistently upholds its po'itical and economic
independence; (2) fights against imperialism and
its military blocs, against military bases on its
territory; (3) a State which fights against the
new forms of colonialism and the penetration

of imperialist capital; (4) a_State which rejects
_ dictatorial and despotic methods of government;

R
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(5) a State in which the people are ensured broad
democratic rights and freedoms (freedom of
speech, press, assembly, demonstrations, estab-
lishment of political parties and social organisa-
tions), and the opportunity to work for the
enactment of an agrarian reform and other
democratic and social changes, and for participa-
tion in shaping Government policy.”

These principles of our approach could be
worked out concretely in relation to the very vary-
ing types of situation in such countries as India,
the United Arab Republic, Iraq and Ghana. An
adequate analysis of the many complex problems
involved in these situations would require a
separate study in each case.

IV. Britain and the Newly Independent
Countries

The myth of the “end of colonialism™ as
already accomplished is today the official line of
Toryism and right-wing Labour. Rita Hinden
writes Empire And After; Strachey writes End of
Empire; Barratt Brown writes After Imperialism.

Economic facts prove the opposite. Colonialism
is dvi utis- by no means vet-dead. Colonialisin
is stll the main basis of British capitalism. An
analysis of the biggest British monopolies shows
that among the top twenty the biggest profits are
derived from overseas exploitation.

The Financial Times (7.9.63) Table of the
twenty companies showing the biggest profits in
1962 gives the following picture:

Net Profit
£ million
Shell Transport & Trading 81.8
British Petroleum .. 68.1
Imperial Chemical Industries .. 38.4
British American Tobacco 31.2
Unilever 23.5
Woolworth . 15.8
Imperial Tobacco .. 15.7
Distillers 154
Burmah Oil .. .. 13.6
Nchanga Conosolidated Copper 12.2
Courtaulds .. 12.8
Great Universal Stores .. 12.2
Marks & Spencer .. .. 11.1
Guest Keen & Nettlefolds 10.8
Rhokana Corporation 10.7
Rhodesian Anglo-American 9.5
British South Africa 8.5
- Coats, Patons & Baldwins 8.3
Tube Investments . .. . 7.9
International Publishing Corporation 6.5

It will be seen that the first two are oil giants.
Nine out of the twenty (Shell, B.P., British Ameri-
can Tobacco, Imperial Tobacco, Burmah Oil,
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Nchanga Copper, Rhokana Corporation, Rhode-
sian Mines, British South Africa), are direct
colonial overseas exploiting monopolies and made
a total of £221 mn. profits or over half the £414
mn. total profits of the top twenty monopolies. 1f
to these we add Unilevers and I.C.I1. whose
operations are heavily based on overseas exploita-
tion (Unilevers in West Africa through the United
Africa Company, and about one third of I.C.IL
and its subsidiaries), the total would be £283
million. On the other hand the total for British
industry is £61.7 million, of which only two rep-
resent heavy industry, with profits of £18.7 mil-
lion, four light industry (thread, rayon, distillers,
printing and publishing) £43 million, and three
distribution, £29 million. A remarkable picture of
the economy of an imperialist metropolis.

Official statistical reports conceal the extent of
overseas exploitation. Some indications may be
drawn from the official Balance of Payments for
1962. In this the return of Property Income from
Abroad, £1,182 million, is separated from the in-
come of the big imperialist monopolies which
have their headquarters in London, and are
treated as British Companies making profits in
Britain, although the main source of these profits
comes from overseas exploitation, e.g. Royal
Dutch Shell, British Petroleum, Unilevers, and
many of the big banking and insurance com-
panies. Corporate Income Earned Abroad by
companies in Britain was shown as £1,083 million
in 1962. B

The problem of the balance of payments is not
.primarily a problem of paying for necessary im-
ports of food and raw materials by the export of
goods. In 1962 the deficit on the visible balance
of trade was only £68 million. The big drain
arises from the overseas military expenditure
(£246 million), and the export of capital, which
is mainly directed, not to assist the economic
development of the receiving countries, but to
intensify exploitation of them.

The extent to which the balance of payments
of Britain is covered by overseas exploitation was
shown in a report of the Financial Times (28.8.62)
which stated that during the five years from
1957-61 inclusive “the change in the relationship
of export prices to import prices” (i.e. the intensi-
fied colonial exploitation) “has seemingly con-
tributed something like £600 million per annum
to the strengthening of the U.K.'s payments
position”. This is equivalent to a total of £3,000
million in five years. In view of this it is not
surprising that all the calculations of the direc-
tors of the economy and strategy of modern
Britain are so heavily concentrated on maintaining
and extending imperialist exploitation.
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IMPERIALIST STRATEGY

British strategy is still a world imperialist
strategy, with the main concentration, alongside
the Nato anti-Soviet front, on the dominance of
the Persian Gulf for Middle Eastern oil and of
South East Asia for rubber, tin and oil. In South
East Asia alone the current military costs are said
to amount to £100 million a year.

All these costs of Britain's continuing imperial-
ist policy are heavy burdens on the people of
Britain. The profits are drawn by the big mono-
polies, while the burdens fall on the people. These
costs are the main obstacle limiting economic
reconstruction and social advance at home.

Hence the alliance of the British working class
movement with the national liberation struggle
of the peoples against British imperialism “is not
a question of charity or altruistic services to other
peoples, but a vital interest of the British people
for the people of Britain.

On the question of “aid”. The hypocrisy of the
official professions of “aid”, either as at present
practised or as promised by the Labour Party, has
been exposed in the preceding analysis of inten-
sified colonial exploitation. In fact the tribute
drawn from the overseas peoples far exceeds the
so-called “aid”. The biggest aid would be to stop
drawing the tribute.

CoMMUNIST PoLicy
Against this we set out our policy for real aid:
(a) To restore to these countries their economic

i resources seized by imperialism.

(b) Loans and grants to help the new states em-
bark on large-scale industrialisation, the
modernising of their agriculture and the

raising of their living standards.

(c) Long-term trading agreements, with steps to
establish more equ.table price relations be-
tween the prices of the raw materials and
primary _goods_ exporfed by _the newly_~
independent s states and the
capital goods they import.

Such a policy would open a new perspective
for the future development of British trade, in-
dustry and employment, in association with the
advancement of social and economic reconstruc-
tion of the newly independent countries.

V. National Liberation and the Controversy in

the International Communist Movement

A special controversy has been raised with
regard to the role of the national liberation
struggle in the present world situation by the
recent statements of the Communist Party of
China.

The Chinese Communist Party thesis has set out
‘the following.-

manufactures and

13

(a) That t ntradiction in the present
epoch is no Yeager” between socialism and im-
perialism, but has today “shifted” (in their words)
and is now between the national liberation move-
ment and imperialism.

(b) That the three continents of Africa, Asia
and Latin America represent the main arena ()‘f

the world revolutj y, and that the outcome

in these three continents will be decisive for the
world revolution:

“The various types of contradictions in the
contemporary world are concentrated in the vast
areas of Asia, Africa and Latin America; these
are the most vu'nerable areas under imperialist
rule and the storm centres of world revolution
dealing direci blows at imperialism.

“. .. In a sense therefore, the whole cause of
the international proletarian revolution hinges on
the outcome of the revolutionary struggles of the
people of these areas, who constitute an over-
whelming majority of the world population. . . .

“The centre of world contradiction, of world
political struggles, is not fixed but shiftg with
changes in the international struggles and the
revolutionary situation.” Apologists of Neo-
Colonialism—People’s Daily and Red Flag,
October 22, 1963,

(c) That the aim of peaceful coexistence is
regarded by the leadership of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and other Communist
Parties as implying the abandonment of the
national liberation struggle; that the aim of pre-
venting war is regarded as equivalent to con-
demnation of just national liberation wars; that
the Soviet Union and European Communist Parties
have betrayed the national liberation movements
to imperialism; and that the oppressed nations are
called on to submit to the imperialist oppressors
until such time as total disarmament has been
achieved throughout the world:

“The modern revisionists in fact side with
the imperialists and colonialists and repudiate
and oppose the national liberation movement in
every poss.ble way.

“The leaders of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union have been trying by every means
to make the people of Asia, Africa and Latin
America abandon their revolutionary strugg'e.

“They often take an attitude of great-power
chauvinism and national egoism in matters con-
cerning aid to newly independent countries.

“The leaders of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union hold the victories of the national-
liberation revolution are not due primarly to
Wﬂwfiﬁ-g

al the people cannot emancipate themselV
but must wait for the natural collapse of im-

- peridlism through peaceful co-existence and
peaceful competition. :

“Khrushchov here sounds like a preacher.
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‘Downtrodden people of the world, you are
blessed! If only you are patient, if only you
wait until the imperialists lay down their arms,
freedom will descend upon you.’

“What he really means by looking to the
United Nations for help is looking to the im-
perialists for help.

“The wrong line of the leaders of the
C.P.S.U. comp etely abandons the task of fighting
imperialism and colonialism and opposes wars
of nat.onal liberation.”

Of these three propositions the first two,
presenting what is known as the “Three Continent
Theory” of the world revolution, are contrary to
what we understand to be the teachings of
Marxism-Leninism and the 1960 Declaration of
the 81 Communist and Workers’ Parties. The
third, alleging betrayal of the national liberation
struggle by the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries and Communist Parties is plainly and
demonstrably contrary to all the facts and the

evidence.
i ——

THE Basic CONTRADICTION

The 1960 Declaration has made clear that the ™ o

basic _contradiction of our epach is between
socialism and Impérialism, This definition was
alfeady made by Lenin, and is the continuance of
the Marxist analysis of the basic contradicticn of
the last stage of class society between capitalism
and the working class. All other contradictions
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tinent theory of Africa, Asia and Latin America

as the main centres of the world revolution today

does not exclude the other contradictions or the

desirability of association with the world socialist

camp. But in practice their simultaneous denun-

ciation of the Soviet Union and most Communist

Parties as betraying the national liberation move-

ment is_calculated precisely to create a wall of
division and distrust between the national liberat-

ion movement and the Soviet Union and inter-
national working class—waiich is what the

imperialists want.

THREE-CONTINENT THEORY

Further, the Three-Continent theory is directly
contrary to ayclass hnderstandmg of the world
situation. For, sifice the national liberation move-
———
ment is, as we have seen, led in the majority of
countries l;y the national bourgeoisie, to regard
the ermpal role in the world revolution as bemg
played by the national liberation movement is to
place the primary role in the world revolution in
the hands of the bourgeoisie instead of in the
hands of the infernationa] working class and its

outcome the world socialist system. This is a com-

are relative to this main contradiction, Lenin said
that since the 1917 Revolution, which undermined

the position of world imperialism, the national
liberation movement has become part of the
world socialist revolution. He declared:

“The revolutionary movement of the peoples
of the East can now develop effectively, can
reach a successful issue, only in direct association
with the revolutionary struggle of our Soviet
Republic against international imperialism”
(Len:n's Address to Second All-Russian Congress
of Communist Organisations of the Peoples of
the East).

There is no doubt that at the present moment
the national liberation struggles in Africa, Asia
and Latin America are a burning furnace of revo-
lutionary struggle against imperialism, of vital
importance for the further advance and victory of
the world socialist revolution. This is not in dis-
pute. But this advance of the national liberation
struggle Q eent made possible by the vic-
tories and the strength of the socialist camp and
the consequent weakening of imperialism; and
continued advance is dependent on close co-
operation with the socialist camp and the 1nter-
national working class.

Chinese spokesnien claim that their Thrce-Con-

“plete contradiction of a Marxist-Leninist class
approach.

The Three-Continent theory of jon of
the national liberation struggle from the socialist
camp and the international working class is
directly contrary to the vital interests of the
national liberaticn movement in these areas.

It is an illusion to imagine that the difference
arises because the Chinese spokesmen in this con-
troversy place more emphasis on the national
liberation struggle and are more ardent champions
of the national liberation struggie. This illusion,
which the ceaseless repetition of general formulas
might create among careless readers, is the exact
oppo-ite of the truth. For in reality, whatever the
subjective intentions of the Chinese comrades to
serve the cause of the national liberation struggle,
the doctrines which they put forward, embodied
in the Three-Continent theory, would be, if

accepted, disastrous {0 the cause of ithe national
liberation struggle. T
“Prior to 1917 all national liberation struggles
were crushed by the superior power of imperial-
ism. I well remember the world of the national
liberation movement before 1917, when the
leaders of the national movement in India and
other countries visited my father in Cambridge,
England, and when the Majlis or first association
of Asian students, founded in 1907 in honour of
the Persian Revolution (Jawaharlal Nehru, then
a student, used to be a member, though not very
active) met in a rcom in my father’s house. The
popular movement in Britain conducted agitation




vd°

“succeed,
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against the atrocities of imperialism and colonial
wars and oppression all over the world. There
were ceaseless meetings of protest. Protest against
suppression in Egypt, in India, in Persia, in the
Congo. Protest followed protest. But before 1917
there were no victories to celebrate. Every meet-
ing was a meeting of protest. Only subsequently
to the victory of the socialist revolution in 1917,
and still more after the joint victory over fascism
in 1945 and the establishment of the world socialist
camp, have the victories of national liberation fol-
lowed.

Today even small countries such as Cuba,
Guiiea or Ghana are able to defy the over-
whelming strength of the most formidable im-
perialist powers, thanks to the strength and sup-

_port of the Soviet Union_and the socialist camp.™

This was powerfully shown in the Caribbean Crisis,
of 1962, as in the Suez War of 1956.
Imperialism seeks above all to disrupt this unity
of the anti-imperialist camp, embracing the
socialist countries, the international working class
and the national lioeration movement. For this
purpose the imperialists spread every kind of
propaganda to break this unity, and to urge the
newly independent countries to “keep out of the
cold war”, “beware of the menace of communism”
or ihe supposed expansionist aims of the Soviet
Union, and to regard the Soviet Union as merely
another preat power aloagside the imperialist great
powers. If this propaganda of division were to
the newly independent nations and
national liberation movement would be at the
ercy of imperialism.

GOSPEL OF SEPARATION
Similarl he Gst reactionary right wing

nationalist elements in the newly independent
countries preach the same gospel of gseparation
from the socialist camp and international working
class, from Marxism or Communism. They seeck
to distert the correct policy of “noa-alignment”,
1.e., refusal to enter Imperialist military blocs
(there are no socialist-oreanised military blocs of
newly independent countries) as if it meant equally
opposition to socialism and imperialism. They
preach the theory of the role of the newly inde-
pendent countries of Africa, Asia and Latin
America as a “Third Forge” independent of either
socialism or capitalism. This plays into the hands
of “imperialist disruption and _neo-colonialism.
This doctrine represents the interests of the right
wing upper class elements of the national bour:
geoisie who fear the advance of the workers and
peasants and popular progressive democratic
movement. and move in practice towards com-
promise with imperialism. They misuse the term
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“socialism™ to cover this doctrine of separation.

In the same way Right-Wing Social Democracy
in the imperialist countries preaches the same
gospel, proclaiming the Afro-Asian nations to
represent a “Third Force” independent of socialism
or imperialism, and thereby seek to smuggle
through their real anti-communist, anti-Soviet
aims.

In the most extreme form this theory takes on
the character_of racialism, and seeks to replace

“the real division between the interests of the im-
perialist oppressors and the national liberation
movement and working masses by a false division
supposedly based on colour, between white and
coloured races. The camp of socialism, as repre-
sented by the Soviet Union and the European
socialist countries are thus combined in a single
category with the imperialist countries as “white”.
From a deeply oppressed African or American
Negro just beginning to awaken to active struggle,
this elementary confusion of national and class
oppression with a supposed absolute alignment
according to colour is understandable, to be met
with full sympathy. and can be rapidly helped to
advance to political clarity. But from the lips of a
Communist _any hint _of such an ouflook is
Tanpardonable.

“Verbal propaganda of this type, as at the Moshi
Afro-Asian Conference, has been carried much
further than in the written documents. In the
Afro-Asian Conference of Journalists the Chinese
representatives demanded the exclusion of Soviet
representatives as not Asiatic, although the Central
Asian Republics of the Soviet Union were the
first Asian nations to overthrow colonialism and
win national freedom. A similar shameful
approach has been shown in the plan for an Afro-
Asian Trade Union Conference excluding Soviet
representatives.

Sometimes this line of division to conceal the
real division between imperialism and anti-
imperialism is presented as a division between
“have” and “have not” countries. In this way the
Socialist Soviet Union, which has no imperialist
interests, export of capital for investment or
foreign exploitation, is lumped in a single cate-
gory with the imperialist countries which exploit
the colonial peoples and maintain their economy
on the basis of this exploitation. This shameless
presentation eaually serves the inferests ol dis-
rupting the anti-imperialist camp.

FALSE CHARGES

The charge against the Soviet Union of neglect-
ing action on behalf of the national liberation
struggle is a complete falsification of the facts.
The main support of the national liberation
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struggle in every case, both through the strength
of armed power to counter-balance the power of
imperialism, through the direct supply of arms
where the national liberation struggle has had to

—tiKe the armed form, and the supply of every
kind of material and techmicat—ard foreconomic
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of the national liberation movement. The 1960
Declaration has made clear that the aim of peace-
ful co-existence does not exclude just wars of
national liberation. But it is precisely the war
plans of imperialism which seek to entangle the
newly independent countries in imperialist military

reconstruction, has consistently come Iirom the

blocs, and thereby nullify their independence.

Soviet Union. Every national leader has borne
witness to this:

“Without the existence of the Soviet Union
the Socialist Revolution in Cuba would not have
been possible” (Fidel Castro).

“The Soviet Union proved to be the only
great power which from the very beginning
supported the people of the Congo in their
struggle” (Patrice Lumumba).

“Were it not for the existence of the Soviet
Union, the movement for freedom from colonial
oppression in Africa would have felt the full
force of brutal suppression” (Kwame Nkrumah).

The whole experience of the modern period,
Suez in 1956, Syria in 1957, Irag in 1958,
Indonesia in 1960, Cuba in 1962, has demon-
strated the truth of this.

With regard to the role of our Communist
Party in the national anti-imperialist struggle, we
can say that we have never failed to give full
support to every national anti-imperialist struggle,
whether violent or non-violent, armed or unarmed
without qualification. We can say this at the same
time as we fully recognise the inadequacy of our
efforts compared to the needs. When it was a
question of the battle of the Kenya people, with
Kenyatta at their head, denounced by the im-
perialists in terms of their description of Mau
Mau, we alone of political parties, as Kenyatta
well knows, gave full support to the struggle of
the Kenya people. We stood by the armed
struggle of the Malayan people. We support today
the South African people’s struggle, also when
they find that, denied every democratic outlook,
they are compelled to advance to armed struggle.
It is a slander to describe our Communist Party
as supporting imperialism or failing to support
the national anti-imperialist fight.

The struggle for peace, disarmament and peace-
ful co-existence corresponds to the vital interests

Similarly the first nuclear offensive of imperialism
was conducted against an Asian country, and the
nuclear tests of imperialism have always been
conducted in Afro-Asian regions. The peoples of
the newly independent countries like the colonial
peoples struggling for freedom have the same
common interests with the peoples of the socialist
countries and in the capitalist countries to prevent
a nuclear war_and win the aims of peaceful
co-existence and nuclear disarmament. Every step
Towards the fulfilment of these aims improves the

conditions for the advance of the national libera-
tion struggle.

UNITY AND SOLIDARITY

The unity of the world anti-imperialist move-
ment, the socialist camp, the international working
class and the national liberation movement is vital
for the victory of the aims of peace and of world
socialism,

We are confident that this unity will be fulfilled,
and that the fulfilment of this unity will bring
victory equally for the final end of colonialism
and for our cause in Britain, for peace and
socialism.

In this Report I have not dealt with the detail
questions of our practical policy in the various
spheres on this issue or in relation to the various
countries, as this is set out in the Executive Com-
mittee policy statement Finish with Colonialism.
But I would only say this in conclusion.

We are pledged as a party, and we need all of
us to strive to achieve, by our activity and our
response, the fullest solidarity with the national
liberation struggle of all the peoples fighting to
complete their independence from imperialism,
as well as with the coloured citizens in our midst
struggling against every form of discrimination
and disability, in brotherhood and alliance for
our common aims.





