CONCERNED AFRICA SCHOLARS

Draft Statement of Principles”

Concerned Africa Scholars

This statement of principles is presented in draft
form for the consideration of ACAS members.

‘We are a grouping of scholars interested in
Africa and concerned with moving U.S.
policy toward Africa in directions more
sympathetic to African interests. For
political and practical reasons, our emphasis
for the foreseeable future will be on
southern Africa.’

We are encouraged by the overall direction of
events in southern Africa, but we remain skeptical
of U.S. government intentions in the area. We
remember the crusading rhetoric with which the
U.S. began its intervention in Indochina and the
liberal image of the Kennedy administration during
the time that intervention was expanded. We both
recall and continue to be conscious of U.S. overt
and covert intervention in Angola, of U.S.
assistance to support Morocco's aid to Zaire, and of
the legacy of U.S. and NATO support for Portugal
in its former colonies. We note the de facto support
provided for the system of white supremacy in
South Africa by United States economic, military
and nuclear ties.

The people of southern Africa have in recent years
taken enormous strides in their struggles to liberate
themselves. There is real danger, however, that the
U.S. corporate and government involvement will
hamper their full attainment of their goals. We as
scholars have both the possibility of, and the
responsibility for, preventing this danger from
materializing. We particularly feel the need for
emphasizing the long-term interests of the African
and American peoples, and for clearly
distinguishing these interests from those of the
transnational corporations and the U.S. government.

* From ACAS Newsletter 1 (1977), p. 2.
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WASHINGTON — Ronald Reagan
and his advisers may soon evaluate
two intertwined African questions that
carry potentially fateful consequences
for both our alliance diplomacy and
our relationships in Africa.

The issues of Namibia and Angola
will represent one of the earliest tests
of the Reagan administration’s ability
to readjust campaign rhetoric to the
realities of the foreign policy chal-
lenges that the United States faces.

 Atter years of painstakingly detailed

Reagan and Africa

By Stephen J. Solarz

well. Our British and West German
allies, with whom we have worked on
the Namibian problem, would be
deeply disturbed if we undermined the
talks. Mr. Reagan has frequently ad-
dressed the need to strengthen the
Western alliance, and any unilateral
Amencan repudiation of the Western
and United Nations initiatives on
Namibia would hardly augur well for
Western European cooperation on
such issues as the Persian Gulf and
North Atlantic Treaty Organization

, virtally all
mf!er!nczs between South Africa and
the South-West Africa People's Organi-
zation (known as SWAPO) with respect
toa Namibian settlement have been re-
solved. But the fundamental question
remains whether South Africa will opt
for an internal settlement that excludes
SWAPO and ensures a continuation of
the war rather than pursue an interna-
tionally acceptable solution based upon
a United Nations-supervised election
among all the parties to the current
conflict.

An  unmistakable lesson. that
emerges from Rhodesia’s transforma-
tion into Zimbabwe is the futility of im-
posing an internal settiement and sys-
tematically barring the participation
of nationalist parties that have long
struggled for independence and ma-
jority rule. Yet unless Mr. Reagan
makes clear his preference for an in-
ternationally acceptable solution on
Namibia and his unwillingness to sup-
port an internal settlement, he may tip
the political scale in South Africa in
favor of an internal accord.

A decision by Mr. Reagan to acqui-
esce in the abandonment of an interna-
tionally acceptable agreement would
have seriously adverse consequences
not only for our African diplomacy but
also for our alliance relationships as

In Africa, a move by Mr. Reagan to
recognize an internal Namibian settle-
ment would generate severe resent-
ment. The good will we earned through
our role in bringing about a peaceful
transition to majority rule in Zimba-
bwe would doubtless dissipate in the
wake of United States compliance with
an internal settlement in Namibia. In-
stead, to the undisguised delight of the
Soviet Union, the United States would
once again be labeled in Africa a sup-
porter of minority rule.

Inseparable from our Namibian
policy is the approach the United
States will assume on Angola. Here
Mr. Reagan will come under heavy
pressure to embrace an action that
can undercut the Namibian talks — re-
peal of the Congressional ban against
United States military or paramilitary
operations in Angola.

Given SWAPO's reliance on Angola
for sanctuaries and support, Angola
plays a critical role in the Namibian
negotiations, just as Mozambique and
Zambia, the countries upon which the
Rhodesian Patriotic Front was de-
pendent, exerted decisive leverage m
favor of the Zimbabwe

reprinted from N.Y. Times,
Dec. S5, 1980

Namibian settlement would probably
g0 down the drain. Yet, Ly signaling
the Angolans that we may embark
upon covert operations (0 topple them
from power, which is precisely how
the Angolan Government wowld inter-
pret a repeal of the existing prohibi-
tion on military assistance, we could
seriously jeopardize a Namibian
agreement

A successful conclusion to the
Namibian negotiations, on the other
hand, is likely to result in a diminution
or elimination of the Cuban troop pres-
ence in Angola. The Angolan Govern-
ment has indicated that Cuban forces
are in their country to help defend
against South African attacks. Since
those military strikes would presum-
ably cease once SWAPO left Angola
and South Africa departed from
Namibia, both events that would occur
in the context of a Namibian agree-
ment, there is real reason to believe
that the Cuban military presence
would be significantly diminished if
there were a Namibian settlement.

By opposing an internal settlement
in Namibia and refraining from any
precipitous military efforts to destabi-
lize the Angolan Government, Mr.
Reagan would have a genuine oppor-
tunity to facilitate a peaceful transi-
tion to majority rule in Namibia, while
at the same time helping to bring
about a reduction of the Cuban mili-
tary presence in Angola.

The new President may yet find that
our strategic interests in Southern
Africa are more readily advanced at
the bargaining table than on the bat-
tlefield.

London negotiations last year. Indeed
without the continued cooperation of
the Angolans, the prospects for a

Stephen J. Solarz, Democrat of New
York, is chairman of the House For-
eign Affairs Subcommittec on Africu
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WE WILL ACT:

1. To promote scholarly analysis and opinion vis-a-
vis the process of national and international policy
formulation.

2. To formulate and communicate alternatives to
U.S. Africa policies to the peoples of the U.S. and
Africa.

3. To develop a communication network among
concerned African scholars in order to (a) mobilize
support on important current issues; (b) provide
local sponsors for public education programs; (c)
stimulate research on policy-oriented issues and to
disseminate findings; (d) to inform and update
members on important international policy
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developments.

This new organization is not intended to be in
competition with other groups and organizations
working on  southern  Africa but rather
complementary to them. There is an important and
distinct role that scholars can play in terms of
research and analysis.

The scholarly community is both a forum for
substantial debate and a constituency for action.
And scholars' very position in their community
permits them to add credibility and legitimacy to
particular analyses and policy positions.

Why Scholars Ought to be More Directly
Involved

As students of Africa, we have a responsibility to
Africa. That responsibility requires that we be
particularly sensitive to, and provide support for,
African aspirations. Whatever our disciplines and
areas of research interest, we ought by now to be
clear about the nature and causes of injustice,
oppression, and exploitation in southern Africa. We
also ought to be clear that peoples throughout
Africa give high priority to the ending of white rule
in southern Africa. Since the U.S. government and
corporations are contributing to the perpetuation of
white domination and underdevelopment of Africa,
we must act consciously to challenge them.

This is a critical time. In the current verbiage about
the reassessment of U.S. policy toward southern
Africa, there may be some potential for new
directions, or at least an opening to challenge a
reaffirmation of the long-standing commitment to
neocolonial relationships. We need to organize and
act while we can have most effect.

This is also a critical time because black South
Africans have once again reminded us of the vitality
of their struggle. Their actions have once again
exposed as myths the notions of African
acquiescence and of the invulnerability of apartheid.
Zimbabweans and Namibians are on the verge of

genuine independence. We need to do what we can
to remove the obstacles to their liberation.

Though our vision is broad, we do not expect to be
able, quickly and by ourselves, to change the nature
of world capitalism, or to initiate an entirely new
U.S. foreign policy, or to overcome centuries of
underdevelopment and racism. We do believe that
on specific issues, at particular moments, we can
employ our knowledge to exercise a positive
influence. And we think that neither those issues
nor our influence is inconsequential.

The image of a humane, peaceful, and just world,
however distant, haunts and strengthens us; it
clarifies what we have in common with the peoples
of Africa. To have an effect at all, we must organize
our strengths.
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