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IT IS WITH HUMILITY AS WELL AS PRIDE THAT |
accept the honor this university has conferred on me
today. There are few men and women who can, in-
dividually, affect the course of human history — and |
am not one of them. But | believe that each person has
the duty to work with others for mankind's advance
towards that human unity which, embracing our human
diversity, is — to my mind — the destiny of homo
sapiens.
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CORLILEH - The South Commission was an

At B independent body, made up of
. teenty-eight men and women acting in their individual
leading to capacities, and drawn from all the continents of the
greater Suc- South, Dr. Solita Collas-Monsod from this university
cees in. the was one of us. You knew her incisive mind and
" - pleasant personality; you will therefore realize that she
fiture. became a strong member of a team composed of
people adhering to different political ideclogies,
belonging to different regions, and coming from dif-
ferent cultures and experiences.

This tearn, after many long discussions, was able to ssue a unanimous
report. That report contains very many recommendations on aspects of
national development, of cooperation among the countries of the South,
and of North-South  relations and the management of the international
system. And although the commission had no executive autharity, the
report s action-oriented. Its detailed recommendations are deliberately
practical, and because of the current state of the world they are therefore
very maodeast In comparison to the immensity of the challenge facing
developing countries.

| am not so sure, however, about the modesty of the four major
strategic recommendations. For many countties of the South, they
demand a change of policy direction, and perhaps a recognition — how-
ever reluctant — of unwelcome facts about the management of our in-
creasingly interconnected world and the place of the countries of the
South in that management structure.

The commission’s self-given responsibility was to study the develop-
ment experience of Third World countries over the past three decades,
and to make recommendations leading to greater success in the future. It
therefore began by defining "development.”

The report, entitled The Chaflenge fo the South, takes three and a half
pages to make absolutely clear the yardstick by which the commission
was judging the past and making proposals for the future. | will quote just
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a few lines. "Development is a process which enables human beings to
realize their potential, build self-confidence, and lead lives of dignity and
fulfillment.. It is a movement away from political, economic, or social op-
pression...And it is a process of growth, a movement essentially springing
fram within the society that is developing." And again:"a nation is its
peaple. Development has therefore to be an effort of, by, and for the
people. True development has to be people-centered.”

This definition is thus a call for democracy at all levels within the
society. The mechanisms should be appropriate to the culture, history,
and conditions of the people; but the mechanisms must at the same time
establish and safeguard the freedoms necessary for the people’s real
involvernent in the decision-making which affects their lives.

The commission’s definition also has economic and social implications.
A rapidly expanding economy is necessary to create the resources for an
improvement in human well-being and the public services which con-
tribute to that, But — and again | quote — "Not only the growth of the
national product but what is produced, how and at what social and en-
vironmental cost, by whom and for whom, — all this is relevant to people-
centered development.,.”

Such a definition leads logically to the commission's first strategic
recommendation — the building of national self-reliance. The people's
freedom as members of the national society requires freedom far their
nation within the context of the world society; the people’s democratic
government must be free to make its own decisions in their interests. Its
ability to do this |s inevitably limited if the nation's economy is dependent
upon other nations or the institutions they control.

Mary countries of the Third World are currently in such a position —
my own Is one of them. The reasons for that are discussed in the report.
The international economic environment of the 1980s was one factor
which pushed all the economically weakest developing countries in that
direction. Matural disasters, such as those which the Fhilippines ex-
perienced in the last few weeks, have often been another factor.

But failures within our countries have also contributed to a state of
dependency. Among these have been militarism and corruption, which
the commission does not ignore. But usually of greater importance has
been the tendency to look out for our salvation — to search for models of
development autside ourselves, to copy the institutions of others without
regard to our own cultures or even resources, or to imagine that develop-
ment could come from external sources.

Mational self-reliance requires a recognition that the responsibility for
development in the South lies with the South. No one else will, or could,
develop our countries. In essence, it is therefore a demand that we use
efficiently, and to the maximum, the human and natural resources of the
nation far the benefit of our people.
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In building our productive capacity or our infrastructure, national self-
reliance means choosing technologies which use more of the resources
we have in plenty and less those which are in short supply. It means
looking first at the needs and capacities of the domestic market, while
building up an export capability sufficient to pay for the goods and ser-
vices our nation needs to buy abroad. And of vital Importance for the
building of national self-reliance are education and training policies which
increase the knowledge — including the technical knowledge — of the
people and the number of its own experts.

There are in the commission's report discussions and recommenda-
tions on the whole field of national development policies. These include
matters related to science and technology, the tasks and relationships of
the state, of planning, and of the market in economic and social life; the
actual and potential contribution of women; and the importance of cultural
and environmental considerations,

The secand strategic recommendation of the South Commission fol-
lows from the first; it is that through cooperation among themselves the
nations of the South should build coffective seff-reliance.

South-Sauth cooperation has been the official policy of almost all
developing nations since the Bandung Conference of 1955, The numerous
attempts 1o implement that policy, however, have run inta many problems
and have not led to anything like the benefits which were hoped for.

After surveying the problems, and the requirements of the world as it is
and is likely to be in the coming century, the commission was convinced
of one thing. The problems can and must be overcome by the South if it is
to act in accordance with the imperatives of people-centered develop-
ment,

The industrialized and developing countries of the North have recog-
nized those imperatives. Consequently, we see the free trade area cover-
ing the United States of America and Canada, and the rapid development
of a common markel in Europe which will be in place next year. Yet
almost any one of the countries involved in all those initiatives Is stronger
than whole continents of the South. We do not need 1o copy thelr Institu-
tions of cooperation — though we can surely learn from them; but we
must emulate the North’s moves towards unity and social and economic
harmonization of policies.

South-South cooperation can expand the development options of each
participating country; pursued with care and determination it can there-
fore lead to a strengthening of the economies of the individual countries of
the South, and of the South as a whole,

This cooperation can be at many different levels — bilateral, sub-
regional, regional, and global. The potential for it is much greater now
than in the 1950s because South countries have advanced in different
sectors and to different degrees. We are no longer all primary commaodity
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producers. Manufactured goods of all kinds are produced in different
parts of the South, And while some countries now have high-quality scien-
tific and technological education and research institutions, others have
had considerable success in implementing mass education or family plan-
ning or health policies. The South even includes countries which look for
profitable investments abroad! There is now a wider field than earlier for
beneficial exchange and mutual learning.

In the past, however, South-South cooperation has been regarded as a
matter [ust for the governments of the South. The commission does not
take that view. It is convinced that cooperation in the South will really
advance when the people themselves become active and take some Initia-
tives. The media, public and private businesses, trade unions, universities
and research institutions, non-governmental organizations of many kinds,
all have a role to play in widening the area of cooperation amang the
paoples and nations of the South,

The commission’s third strategic recommendation is the building of
solidarity among the countries of the South in all thelr negotiations  with
the North. This is not a call for confrontation with the Morth, We are
seeking — and | quote — “an undivided warld, in which there would be no
‘South’ and no ‘North'; in which there would not be one part developed,
rich and dominating, and . the other underdeveloped, poor, and
dominated.”

But that is not the world we have now,

Changes in the present systems of world gover-
nance are essential if these structures are to deal with

the real and urgent problems of people in both Narth “We are
and South. For overwhelmingly, these problems are seeking  an
derived from the South's poverty and the gross North- ssidivndad

South inequalities of development, of scientific

capacity, of trading power, and in the use of the world, in

world's resources. Things like migra-
tion, ervironmental degradation,
epidemics such as AIDS, and the

which there
wotldd be no “‘Sowth’ and no

general advance In human well- ‘North': in which there

being, can only be effectively dealt W one part

with by the world when all peoples ould ot .bﬂ P .

cooperate on terms of mutual  developed, rich and domi-

respect and equity. nating, and the other
All nations are involved, everyday, wunderde-

In negotiations with one another on

these and other-related matters al baloped,

bilateral and multilateral levels. But ~ poor,  and

when countries of the North and the  dominated.”

South are involved, the negotiations
take place between the strong and
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“The
countries of the strong
North stand together

when meeting
the couniries of the
South .

The weak countries
of the South,
however,
are almost always
divided, thus losing
the capability and
strength they could
gain through

cooperation

and solidarity.”
the weak, Further, the countries of the
strong North stand together when
meeting the coun- tries of the South at

the conference table. The weak countries of the South, however, are al-
most always divided, thus in practice losing the capability and strength
they could gain through cooperation and solidarity.

The developing countries have a responsibility to their own peoples
and to the world to maximize their strength in these negotiations through
greater solidarity. The poor are always the first and greatest victims of any
social and economic imbalance; but sooner or later everyone is affected
by it. This is recognized by many persons, non-governmental organiza-
tions, and some governments in the MNorth, In working together for greater
justice, the South has allies in the North with whom it can and should
make common cause.

Following its discussions on all aspects of South-MNorth relations, the
report makes recommendations for concrete action by the South and the
Morth — separately and together,

Finally, | must mention just one other recommendation of the commis-
sion. Throughout its report, It urges that a very much higher priority be
given in the allocation of resources in our countries for the development
of science and technofogy. More emphasis must be given to education,
training, and research in these disciplines, We must take advantage of
scientific advances in all our development activities.

Mr. Chancellor: | reiterate my sincere appreciation of the great honor
accorded to me by this university today.

Thank you.
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The Challenge
from the Mwalimu:
The South

Must Act Together

QUESTION: IN YOUR BOOK, THE CHALLENGE TO
the South, universalized access to primary education is
seen as an effective population control policy. However,
studies on Southeast Asian societies belie this. They
show that those who had primary education had more
children than those who had none.
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advocating
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we do so
because
we see it
as a right.
Frimary
education

is a right that
can be defined

as a right

of citizenship.”
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Myerere: If all you have In mind is ferdility, you
could make that judgment. But ta thase of us who
are advocating universal primary education we do
s0 because we see it as a right, It Is the only educa-
tion that is a right, Beyond that, education is no
longer a right. This certainly was my own beliet
when | was president of my own country. | felt that
primary education was a right that can be defined
as a right of citizenship. How many years depend
upon the ability of the state to provide, But | felt that
seven years of education was a right of every child
in the country. Beyond this it becomes a privilege.
Since il ks a righl, In a sense we do notl give il any
value except that the people must have an educa-
tion.

I am not quite sure if your conclusion is true for
my own country. Our population was growing at
3.3 percent a year, which was very high. It Is still
very high loday. But what are you going to do in
arder to bring it down? Whal can you do? In my
own view education is lhe answer. How do you
begin to talk to traditional women about the need 1o
have a small number of children? It is very difficult.
What do we say to my mother? Of course to my
mather, it is now useless. Bul to my sisters?

| must explain this. This population thing is
something to be talked aboul a lol. And | believe we
should indeed deal with the problem of populatian.
The guestion is how do we deal with this problem
with a people that is completely traditional?

My father was a polygamist, so let me clarify that
first of all, His first wife had four children, three
died. His second wife had three childran, two died,
one lived. His third wife had four children, all died.
S0, of his first eleven children only two sunvived.
His fourth wife had no children. My mather was his
fitth wile. Under both Islam and Christianity, | am
legitimate. She had eight children, six lived, twa
died. Now, to my father my mother was Iremen-
dous. Eight children and six survived!

50 you see, in a situation where a lot of children
are dying, it matters very much how many children
you have. S0 you cannct say to my sisters to have
a small number of children. They would not under-
stand what you are talking about. So education Is
what matters. They have to have good education,
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In the last census our population growth is 2.8 percent, still it s too
high, but It Is going down. | made it a point that this information be
included in the education of every girl because every young mother in our
country is fiterate, Because we give education to everybody, every young
mother Is literate. Soif you are going to talk about what ta do, in order not
to have a child every year, then there must be some way in which you can
teach it. But to illiterate tribal women, | do not know how youl are going to
go about it. Even if fertility were all the objective, | would still say the girl
who had seven years of education will probably say, "Well | have two, why
do | want a third?" The girl who had no education would not ask that
guestion at all.

Sr. Mary John Mananzan (St Scholastica’s College): | think it
depends on what kind of education they have in these first seven years.

There is the traditional education which is a very sexist education. No
wonder the gitls only perpetuate the values that are traditionally instilled
and perpetuated in society. Espacially in kindergarten, you cannot under-
estimate the influence of kindergarten teachers In the sexist education of
children. So the statistics stems from the fact that this seven-year elemen-
tary schoaling is what we could call a "malestream” education.

| think if the elementary teachers have inculcated in themselves values
that come from the women's perspective, even these six or seven years of
elementary education will educate them about fertility and all that. Be-
cause they would now be very familiar with what are the rights of women,
| believe that the best population control that you can ever have is when
all women would have a real control of their own bodies.

Proi. Randolf David{Moderator, Third World Studies Center director):
Do you agree with that? | saw you nodding so you must agree with the
sister?

Myerere: Of course you must agree with a sister.

Prof. Jose David Lapuz (University of Santo Tomas): In your accep-
tance speech, you said you are not saying that there should be a confron-
tation between the South and the North,

| would just like to call your attention, your excellency. to the Latin
American approach of dependency theary. it calls for a separation from
the Western industrialized countries and explains that development is
nothing mare than a deeper integration into the Weslern system. | would
like ta ask whether you meant that there should be no abrogation from the
industrialized countries?

| must confess, | have not read your books. | just listened to your
acceptance address and you spoke of self-reliance. | would like to know if
that self-reliance will take place among the countries of the South, What
happens to the international system in which the South countries operate?
Will there be reforms needed? And if reforms are needed, do they not in
fact call for confrontation?
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MNyerere: We are not calling for confrontation because who wants con-
frontation? We live on a single planet, and this planet is now very small,
But there is a division of power in the world, And there is a division of
power in countries. And there is no doubt that the developed countries
are more powerful than we are, That is a fact of life. And they happen to
be in the Morth. And you have the underdeveloped countries. They give
them many names: underdeveloped, Third World, developing. All these
euphemisms hide the fact that you are talking about countries which are
not developed and therefore are powerless in relation to the North.

The vast majority of humanity lives in the South. And the countries in
this division are not developed. There are exceptions like South Korea and
Taiwan. But really, they do not make a slightest difference at all. We are
not calling for a confrontation between the South and the North because
the confrontation is in the division of power itself. In a sense, we are
calling for the end of that confrontation. As long as you have that division
of power, elther global or Internal, you will have confrontation,

In my own country, you have a small minority which has wealth and
has power. And the vast majority has no wealth and has no power. You
have confrontation there. If the majority is not revolting, it Is because
somehow they are still finding out how, But otherwise the actual confron-
tation is in the division of power itself. And one talks about ending it, -
because you cannot have peace at all with that kind of division.

So in a sense that s what we are doing. And | quote from our report
“We are calling for a2 world where there is no longer Morth and Scuth.
Whare there iz no longer a developad North with power and an under-
developed South without power. A dominating MNorth and a dominated
South.”

Mow when we say be self-reliant, | think this is a simple statement of a
shidleygy of goverrnnenl. We are asking the Filipinos, who do you think is
going to develop your country? Who can develop this country? You say
you have somebody, you have some “"uncle” outside who Is going to
develop your country. We say this is nonsense. You have no uncle out-
side. You have nobody there who is going to develop this country for you,

The development of the Phillppines must be a responsibility of the
people of the Philippines. Nobody else has that responsibility, And the
resources to develop your country are here. They are not oulside. So
please use your resources here. This is what you call self-reliance.
Depend upon yourselves, your people, and your own resources, That is
what you can call yours. For your development depends upon what is
yours, upon your pecple, upan your resources, Develop your resources,
develap your people. Give them the training. That is the basis of your
development. Do not expect an uncle. The uncle mentality is no good for
the South.

There is a lot of ilusion. | was in Latin America the other day, and there
is a lot of talk there about looking to the Morth. | was joking in one
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country. | asked, “you think that the Americans are
going to tum Latin America into another Japan?
The United States of America Is going to spand
resources to create another Japan on their border?
One Japan is not enough for them?"

50 we are saying, to every country of the South,
the basis of your development is national self-
rellance, And then when you go out, do not go
always to the North because there is always the
South. The South is there. Because the mentality
that the world consists purely of the North is ab-
surd,

There Is Asla. Asia can look 1o Asia for lots of
things. Why do you have to look outside of Asla
when you have neighbors here? So we are saying
to the countries ol the South, after national self-
reliance, the next stage is collective self-rellance.
This is what all trade unions do in order to reduce
their weakness in bargaining with their powerful
employers. So look to others, and build your collec-
tive strength,

Confrontation, Yes, confrontation in the sense
that as long as there is a division of power, there is
the "they" and "us." And when you have this “they”
and "us,” you have this inevitable confrontation. But
you are not building for the purpose of confronta-
tion. You are building for the purpose of reducing
the imbalance which is there. We are not suggest-
Ing to the countries of the South to cut themselves
off from the North, You cannot.

How can you do it? They have their technology
and you need that technology. But, you do not al-
ways have 1o need the technology from the Morth
because there Is a lot of technology from the South
you can use. When you go to the North you are
going to pay a price for it. There is technology in
the North, there is a market in the North, but there
Is also technology and a market in the South.

There is finance in the North and we need it too
When my country needs some money. they go to
put on the strings for you. You cannot take their
money without losing a bit of your freedom. And it
Is a problem, It is a judgment of how much strings
you accept. To reduce these strings we have to
work together.

“The

basis

of vour
development
is national
self-reliance.
When

VO e

do not go
always

to the North
because

there is always
the South.
The mentality
that the world
consists purely
of the North

is absurd.”
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We are nol advocating a break with the Morth. We are advocaling
interdependence. Interdependence is between equals. A relation between
reasonably equal entities. Without thal equality it is really a system of
dependence. And this dependence is wrong. So it is dependence that we
fight.

When we say national self-reliance, we are not saying national self-
sufficiency. There is no such thing as national self-sufficiency. You cannat
have that. Mot even China can have that. China is very big but it has to
open up. It needs markets, finance, technology from abroad. Even il
China is a billion people it cannot be self-sufficient.

Prof. Merlin Magallona (U.P. College of Law): Your excellency, | did
not know that your report is that thick. We just have the benefit of a few
pages, but | think the essential features of your repor are reflected in the
few pages that | got. So may | base my commeants and guestion on this,

First on the confrontation question. | am
not sure if it is a correct reading of con-
temporary_ history that we should omit the “Wee are not ﬂdpﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂg
confrontational framewaork. In fact, there Bl irialy Sl Rty
were confrontations and the South lost GOred Wil ie. Inahn.

many times. Initially, we have for example We are advocating
the 1973 oil EriSiS, and thE SGLiIh Woin. _WE fﬂfﬂ!‘ifﬁ?{)ﬂnd{?ﬂﬂﬁ.
had the emergence of the New Internation- Titird "

al Economic Order (NIEQ), and the South AHelac e Rdelioe
won.  There was a strong current for a is between equals.
non-capitalist development in your own A relation

continent, Africa. There was a reversal of A G bi
this process beginning with the explosion EiRECI TP oy
of the foreign debt in 1982, The South equal entities.
won, but ﬂr“n;‘ not time it _TGSL Sol Ehirlkr the Withour thar Eﬁ}uﬂfﬂ_}’
confrontation was unavoidable. This brings e -
me 1o the next point. it iy really aj}-.sa.‘em“
| think from the very few essays wrillen floapeicemcs.
by you that | have read, | know that you
are a champion of the Non-Aligned Move-
ment and the maoverment for the NIEQ, As |
go over the part of your report entitied “The South on the Threshold of the
Twenty-First Century,” your analysis and strategies are not far fram the
three economic declarations issued by the summit of the non-aligned
nations. Essentially, your report reflects the framewaork of the NIEQ which
has already been wiped out by International capitalism.

| ask now: what force are we now relying on that could be a vehicle for
the translation of your analysis and strategies into a real path to develop-
ment, a function in which the non-aligned movement and the MIED failed?

And | note that in your report there is some balancing between the
state sector and the forces of the market. Of course, | can see that the

it



KASARINLAN
_————

forces of the market are winning. In your own commission, | am not sure
whether the alignments are actually in favor of self-reliance.

When the foreign debt crisis exploded in 1982 or 1983, | thaught it was
the watershed because that was the time when the empire struck back.
And from then on, the process of reversal, the dictation of the Internatio-
nal Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank conglomerates began to
take its toll.

Asa matter of fact, there was a period in the 1970s when there was a
strong assettion for self-reliance in Africa. Bul we can see now that one
after another the countries that adopted the path of non-capitalist
development were swallowed up by the forces of the market. | am not
sure if there had been a gualitative change in the alignment of political
forces that could carry your recommendations through against the back-
ground of defeats in the Non-Aligned Movement and in the NIEQ.

Nyerere: When we call for national self-reliance here, we are saying
that your countries have no choice. If they do not accept national self-
reliance and collective self-reliance, really then they should agree simply
to be dependencies. You cannaol be independent some other way,

Our repart is not a socialist document. So do not confuse it with the
call for socialism. This is not anti-capitalist. It is anti-isms of capitalism. It is
antidsms of socialism and so forth. So it is purely a reasonable, people-
centered call for development.

Some people today think that the market can solve everything. No, it
canncl. Do not leave everything to the market. Nobody does. Reagan
never did it. And Mrs. Thatcher never did it also. So, nobody does leave
everything to the market,

There is a place for the market. And we argue the case for the market.
But we say, there is also a place for the state, Although we are saying that
the state in many of our countries should reduce its activities as an
entreprenaur, we say, this is not true of all Southern countrigs. If you do
not have a well-developed national entrepreneurship, and you reduce the
state as an entrepreneur, then you are simply giving your economy to
others, You are simply inviting others to come in and take over, So we are
saying that in countries where the internal private sector is not developed,
perhaps there is no alternative to the state.

Dr. Ponciano Intal (Deputy Director, National Economic Development
Authority): | consider your book a landmark book, together with the 1991
World Development Report. The title that you have is A Challenge to the
South, which is actually a challenge to the world because to have the
success of the recommendations that you are putting forth for the South
requires strong cooperation from the Narth. The title of the 1991 World
Development Report is A Challenge of Development. And what is striking,
| think, is that here there is a group of eminent politicians and scholars
from the South having nearly the same key themes for development as
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the technocrats and researchers of the World Bank. And | think the 1980
decade brings out a consensus on a new paradigm of development, or a
new approach to development. And in both that report and in your repon,
| think there are particularly three key themes for development.

First is that you have got to invest in people. Second, an outward
orientation of the economy and increased domestic competition, The third
key theme is on macro-economics stability.

Dr. Emerenciana Arcellana (UP Department of Political Science): |
take note that you acknowledge the role of the state in the managemert
of development. But | am afraid that the tendency now is back to fafssez-
faire again on the advice maybe of our Northern colleagues or advisers, |
note that there is a frenzy for privatization amongst developing countries.
Like we want to sell Philippine Airlines, we want to sell the Manila Hotel,
we had sold Philippine Plaza. We really had a number of profitable
enterprises In the auction block and | feel very unhappy about this be-
cause these are corporations that symbolize the Filipino people and their
efforts to enter inta the modern world.

And yet it seems that while we keep the non-performing assets, we
dispose of the performing assets, i.e., the more profitable corporations.

Nyerere: The North is pushing for ideas like privatization. and like
what you have just said, when you privatize, they will take over businesses
which are running well. Those which are not running well they will not
take.

| was just reading a report the other day where the World Bank spon-
sored a study of Tanzania’s textile industry and there is a recommenda-
tion that we should privatize. And the factories which are listed for
privatization are the ones doing well, With the ones that are doing badly,
the recommendation is to wipe out the debts, and then privatize. | would
put the Northern advice this way: Jesus was talking to a crowd of people,
and he was saying to them, “these people," meaning the Pharisees,"oc-
cupy the seat of Moses. So listen to what they tell you. Do not do what
they do because they do not practice what they preach.”

All | want to say is watch out! Watch out for the advice we get from the
North. They say depend upon comparative advantage. We say fine! Be-
cause there are certain areas in which the South is very good. One is
textile, We can compete with the North in textile. But do you think they
would let you compete? These cardinals of the free market will let you
compete? They will not.

The North's farming sector is extremely incompetent and inefficient.
The Europeans spend some $67 billion a year subsidizing their agricul-
ture. Now you cannot call that efficient agriculture at all. But these same
people who eat subsidized food come to Tanzania and tell us not to give
the slightest subsidy to our farming. Not the slightest! These people who
know that their farmers cannot exist without subsidy would not allow us to
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subsidize our own farmers. No subsidy in the tertilizers and pesticides
they use, just leave the whole thing to the markel, they say.

You are nearer to Japan here, Japan leaves everything to the market?
Is that true? The Japanese protect, The Americans protect. The
Europeans protect. Bul the South must not protect? You put me in a
boxing ring with a heavyweight fighter and you say “Mwalimu, we want
you to play according to the rules.” | ask, "what rules?” Me with a
heavywelght boxer, | will be murderaed;

Highly developed transnationals, they come to Tanzania. They say that

If the transnational banks should come to Tanzania, then we should give

them the same rules which we give to a local Tanzanian bank which 1s just

starting. This is really saying that we should not have any Tanzanian bank

at all and just ask the Northerners ta come and establish their banks in

our country. Because no bank in Tanzanla can compete with those banks
unless we protect it

So you can say protect by this much,
But to protect is necessary and this is
“These same people what we are saying. You can say do not

= g overprotect your industries. But 1o say do
who eat sub sad&zgdf ood not pratect at all, that is absurd! Who does
come to Tanzania . it? The big fellows do not do it If they do
and tell us not to give “:“ Df?te?t UPE:“}" TPE&F hfl*i-’e SETCI:EI WE’;‘.\"S

o R of protecting their industries. They give
the .s!tgf?te.st.aub.m{v money to people who go into business,
to our farming. they do business promotion in order 1o
These people who know  Win contracts abroad. They give their con-

T tractors lots of privieges and so forth.
that their farmers That is how they develop. But to the

cannot exist South, no, you have to leave everything to
without subsidy the market,

would not allow us Dr. Fermin Adriano (Ateneo Center for
to subsidize Policy Studies): | am sarry | have not had

the chance to read your work, but while |
was still a student In a graduate program, |
was able to read the Brandt Commission
report, Its unifying theme is the inter-
dependence between the Morth and
South and argues quite well that the survival of the North also hinges on
the development of the South. In your presentation right now, the theme
that | can perceive is the need for national self-reliance. That is really a
very good recommendation but there are two realities in the Third World
which can serve as obstacles o the attainment of national self-reliance.
There are others of course but | would just like to highlight two of them.

our own farmers.”

One is the forelgn debt question. In the experience of the Philippines, it
Is squeezing a lot of our resources. Thus, even If we want to engage in
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self-reliance it is Impossible without confronting the issue of the foreign
debt, And many countries, like Brazil, had literally bled dry using their
resources, which had adverse environmental impact.

The other one is the obstacle presented by the people within the South
itself who benefit a lot from the inequitable North-South relationship. And |
am sure that in Tanzania you have the same problem. There is an alliance
between the daminating forces in the North and the dominating forces in
the South. How do you address this prablem?

It is a great problem right now and some people are saying that we
need to have a good state in order to advance the Interest of the South,
After all, Harry Johnson, the heralded Chicago economist, said that these
multinational corparations and transnational corporations are not here for
philantrophical reasons. They are here to rake profits. Therefore it is in-
cumbent upon the state to play that equalizing role 1o be able to allocate
resourcas to its people and to the nation,

There was this study by the World Bank through the World Develop-
ment Report in 15983 in which it tried to statistically co-relate the removal
of policy-induced market distortions to the level of development of
countries. And to the surprise of the neo-classical economists, market
distortions only had a co-relation of one-third. The remcwval of policy-
induced distortions or liberalization only explains thirty percent of the
whole development process. And two-thirds could not be explained by
these liberalization measures, Probably it could be explained by socio-
political forces like the ability and astuteness of the leadership, etc.

Question: Your excellency, allow me to go back to the guestion of
confrontation. | understand that your message is to put an end to the
situation that breeds confrontation, but is it not that we have to have
confrontation first before we can reach
that stage? We should confrant patriarchy,
sexism, and racism. And that is confronta- "
tion. And thal Is nol only belween the Work
Morth and the South but within the South mgethr:r
itself. Cansidering the fact that the South in facing
is a product of colonization, we have to &

de-colonize ourselves, and how can we do the North!
that without confrontation? We are not calling

Nyerere: | speak as chairman of the for a confrontation,
South Commission. We do not avoid the we are calling

confrontational situation which exists at a
global level between the North and South. fora ”f”dl Jelles
| repeat, when you have that kind of effective strategy
division, you have a built-in situation of of struggle in facing
confrontation between the haves and b PR
have-nots. This is true In the global level the powerful.
and it is true in the national level.
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We have deliberately avoided using confrontation, Why? There is no
point. You are right that when you have that kind of built-in confrontation
the only way you do it is through struggle. | congratulated the Chinese the
other day when we were having a discussion like this. | was very pleased
because speaker after speaker mentioned struggle. | congratulated them
and said | was glad the word "struggle” was still used in China because it
was disappearing in the other parts of the South.

The call we are making here is people's participation at the national
level. People have to work together, must have a say in the decision-
making process of their own nation. It is a form of struggle we are calling
for. The call to the countries of the South: maximize your own capacity to
develop because if you depend too much on the powerful, you are also
losing your capacity to be yourself by simply adopting an attitude of
dependence.

But first of all, use your own resources to the maximum, that is what we
are saying. Cooperate. And when you face the powerful, do not do it
alone. When you talk about debt, do not talk to the North alone because
they would not talk to you alone.

| will give you the example of my own country. Tanzania is a very poor
country, | was asking our minister of finance, "What happens when you go
to Paris?" He tells me, "Mwalimu, when | go to Parls, everybody is there.
The British are there, the Americans are there, the Germans are there, the
French are there, the IMF Is there, the World Bank is there, everybody is
there.” The North. And then we: Tanzania. Tanzania, poor Tanzania, as it
goes and faces these giants, all of them together. So you sit there and you
explain your point of view. And having explained your point of view, you
are asked to retire to anather room. So you retire to anather room, and
they consult each other. These powerful fellows consult among themsel-
ves and then they appoint their spokesman to tell the Tanzanian fellow
what they have agreed upon.

That is what they do. They work together, the powerful work together
even in facing Tanzania! So that is what we are saying to you people.
Work together in facing these people! Because in that face-to-face there is
a struggle but you are too weak if you are alone. 50 we are not calling for
a confrontation, we are calling for a much more effective strategy of
struggle in facing the powerful.

Sr. Mananzan: Bul the problem precisely is that there are Northern
people in the South who have the same interests as the Northerners in the
Morth, So we have to control these Northern people in the South first
before we can say let us come together and work together, They are also
working together,

Nyerere: | led my country to independence. It was easier then. Be-
cause we were able to mobilize everybody against the British! Everybody!
There is no way in which you could not join us and not appear to be a
traitor. So, we mobilized the whole population against the British and, of
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course, we won. Maybe because they were a declining power but never-
theless they were still more powerful than we were,

MNowadays it is very difficult to mobilize everybody. | say "Let us talk
about economics.” And they say "What is Mwalimu talking about?
Mwalimu does not want us to become rich.” So now you have people
within the country who feel that their interest may lie in cooperation with
the dominating power outside.

And that is why in one sense this report is much better than a socialist
report, A socialist report can be much more divisive within a country.
What you are facing is really the trouble outside. You know, you want
maximum unity inside so you can face the outside. And therefore, per-
haps it is easier if you have simply good developmental, people-centered
policies, so then you can also have local capitalists who accept good
people-centered policies,

On that basis you can have a maximum national consensus which
means that it includes the people and your own internal capitalists. You
give them confidence so that instead of investing outside, your own
capitalists will invest inside the country, The Japanese have done it. Their
capitalists are Japanese capitalists, So it is possible, | feel, to mobilize the
internal resources.

We have some of our own capitalists who do not want to invest in our
own country, They invest abroad, which is very bad. And then we go
abroad to ask for money. Somebody was telling me the other day,"The
difference between your people and our capitalists is that our capitalists
invest in your country and they demand the dividends back. Your
capitalists invest in our country and they leave their dividends there, They
do not transfer their dividends and reinvest in their own country.”

Dr. Roger Posadas {Dean, UF College of Science): | think no country
in the South will reject national self-reliance. The problem however s in its
operationalization,

Baslc to national self-reliance iIs the attainment of self-refiance in
science and technology because basically the division between the North
and South is a technological division, It is a knowledge gap.

In meost countries In the South, if not all, the problem is that we are
confronted with a vicious circle. We need modern technology In order to
modernize our production sector but because we have a weak tech-
nological and scientific capability we have to go to the North to acquire
the technology at a price. In the process, the elites or the private sector in
the Southern countries develop a vested interest In the importation of
technology because they tle up with the companies and multinational
firms in the Morth,

The states in the South do not find a need for developing local scientific
and technological capacities because the economic .advisers of the
governments are usually people from the private sector who can count on
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technological importation for their own
needs. So, they do not find a need to in-

“Crend vast in local scientific and technological
P development. And because of this, the
more resources weakness of the Southern countries in

on science and technology science and technology is further rein-

and then look forced:
within the South. What steps do you think are necessary

: to overcome this vicious circle?
There are certain

technologies Nyerere: First of all, let me say that we

hich fh. el fior agree with you and we put it almost exact-
e vt SO A0S ly as you said. That is one way to describe
that you do not have the difference between North and South.

fo go to the North at all The Morth spends more resources on the

. i development of science and technology
to acquire them. than the South. And if you analyze the
South itself, the more successful countries
are the pnes spending more resources on
science and technology although, of course, nat as much as the North.
We have called upon to lock at these countries and see what they have
done. What are the policies of some of these countries which have been
more successful in the South?

| say adopt a policy of spending more resources on science and tech-
nhology and then look within the South, at what have been done. We say
that this is also an area where countries of the South can work together
because there are certain technologies which the South has. You do not
have to go to the Morth at all to acquire them.

India is very developed technologically, China, Brazil, and even the
small countries have developed technologically. | do not know about your
peaple because | have not had the time to see how much you have done.
But If we were to accept that we have a problem about science and
technology, if all of us in the South realize that this is a problem, we can
help one another,

There are many achievements even in high technolagy. Little Cuba s
very developed in bio-technology. Let us put our heads together. What we
have done here Is exactly to bring out the importance of science and
technology. And that you will find in almost every chapter of our report.

Prof. Felipe Medalla (UP School of Economics): Earller this afternoon
at the start of the forum you said something to which | agree with very
strongly but which probably would not be very papular to the students of
this university and that is free access lo elementary but not to secandary
and tertlary education,

But | think that position is consistent with your position that we have to
spend a lot of money in improving our science and technology. Because if
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you give free access to secondary and tertiary education, you will have no
maoney for science and technology. s this a real dilemma in terms of
actual resource allocation in government?

Nyerere: First of all, our countries will have to make a strategic
decision to give more resources to science and technology. That decision
has to be made and we are saying many of our countries have not actual-
Iy dane it.

On the question of how to get primary and secondary education. \Well
in my own country, when we became independent we were very back-
ward. A great part of our population was illiterate. A very small number of
our children were going to school. We did not have enough teachers. So
for the first thirteen years of our independence, we did not do very much
more for primary education than simply maintaining the proportion of
children of school-golng age to those who are actually going to school.
Both their numbers were increasing but the proportion did not increase at
all. We simply maintained that for thirteen years because we did not have
the teachers.

In the meantime, we expanded secondary education because it is
where we are going 1o get our teachers. So that when we were sure that
we had an area where we can get enough teachers, we then called for
universal primary education and expanded it to seven years. And all
education was free. We did not have much education so we had to make
it free. So primary education was free, secondary education was free,
universal education was free. The whole thing was free, right up to the top.

We now know we cannot do it. We now realize we cannot do it at all.
So even primary education which we call a right is not completely free, So
is secondary schaol. They are now beginning to pay. We can pay only
some of it.

Now the demand for secondary schools is very great. Although at first
we only had public schools, private sector participation now is quite big
because the government by itself cannot pravide all the schools. So |
think now in Tanzania there must be as many private secondary schools
as there are public schools. And all those private schools are for pay. So
now we are paying for secondary education. And even in the public
schools we are paying maore now than we were paying before. Yes we are
still paying less than what one pays in the private schools. But that is the
distinction we are beginning to make, that we subsidize primary schoal
because it is a right; that if the parents would demand it free, we would
have to give it free. But secondary schools we cannot give free. In reality
we cannot,

Dr. Jose V. Abueva (UP President): In the report of the South Com-
mission, there is a very ringing summary of the challenge to the South. It
is not too long, so let me read a few parts of it:
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The challenge to the South is to reaffirm, in words and action, that the purpose of
develapment is the promotion of the well-being of its people, with economic growth
directed atsatisfying their necds and fulfilling their purposes,

The challenge to the South is o strengthen democratic institutions so thal its people
iy live in freedon and chart Lheir cwn path to development in harmony with their
culture and values,

The challenge to the South is to use its own resources more effectively o accelerate
its development, giving priority to meeting the basic needs of iis people and lrecing
them fromy poverty, disease, ipnorance, and fear.

The challenge to the South is to enable ils people to realize the full potential of
their talents and creativity, and to develop self-confidence, and to mobilize their
contribution 10 the well-being and progress of their socictics,

The challenge to the South is Lo enlarge (s eaparity 1o benefit From advances in
seience and technology in securing a better lilfe for its people.,

However, to do this effectively and successlully requires leadership at
all levels. This brings out the issue of the kind of leadership that a develop-
ing country in the South would need.

| recalled to you that strangely, after fourteen years of dictatarship and
only five years after the end of that dictatorship, we now hear commen-
tators saying that perhaps what we need is a strong leadership, a
benevolent authoritarian leadership of the Lee Kwan Yu mold. Now, | say
it is strange because we seem to have such a short memory.

| remember Interviewing Prime Minister Nehru, after Gen. Ayub Khan
had taken over in Pakistan. He said that the general explained that Pakls-
lan was not ready for the Indian kind of democracy and, therefore, theay
need some kind of tutelage under a military rule. Nehru argued however
that to learn democracy is like leamning how to swim. You just jump in the
water. No amount of leclures will make you learn how to swim.

And yet the experience of countries in the South shows us that there
are also difficulties in mustering this kind of leadership for the goals that
you set out in your report and for meeting the challenges. So now | would
like to have the benefit of your reflections and wisdom on leadership for
meeting the challenges of the South,

In your expetience in your own country and in other countries of the
Third World in trying to mobilize the people to meet these challenges that
your report has defined simply yel eloquently, can you really rely on
authoritarian leaders to meet these challenges?

NYERERE: | think, in a sense, we are saying it here in this report. We
have said development had to be people-centered. People must par-
ticipate. They have got to participate in their own development, And so we
have called for democracy there. There is no call there for some form of
dictatorship for the purpose of development at all. You cannot find it there

South Commission, A Challenge fo the Souils, s,
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“We

really have

to have systems
of government
which respect
people:

which respect
human rights;
which allow
participation;
which

are chosen

by the people.
How

vou organize
this choosing
of the people,

I do not know.
But let

the leadership
be accountable
to the people. ™

Af

and certainly none of us would believe that dic-
tatorship Is a form of developing people-centered
development. It has got to be democratic. On that
we have no doubt and we are totally committed lo
it. Development has to be democralic.

But we can differ in the way we define our
democracy. Everybody defines one's own
democracy. And now the North Is very clear. It
knows what democracy means. It wants to tell us
that we must do exactly what it tells us. Now, even |
doubt this kind of democracy.

We really have to have systems of government
which respect people; systems ol government
which respect human rights; systems of govern-
ment which allow participation; systems of govern-
ment which are chosen by the people. How you
organize this choosing of the people, | do not
know. Whether you have two parties to choose
from, three parties or ten parties, | do not know. |
do not care myself. But choose people and let
people be accountable. Let the leadership be ac-
countable to the people. Somehow you have got 1o
have this accountabllity to the people. It is a neces-
sary part of democracy. How you do it is what will
make Us go on debating with our friends in the
North. But democracy is necessary to develop-
ment. | cannot believe myself choosing dictator-
ship.

What we have to avold which is far from
democracy is chaos. And that is the problem, that
is a real problem to many of our countries.

Our friends in Eastern Europe also, like us in
Africa, do not know democracy at all. | was
surprised when during his trip in the United States,
Yeltsin said “Now, in our country, we are going
back to democracy.” | say going back to what
democracy? The Russians are talking about going
back to what democracy? This way of looking to
the West makes the Russians think there is some
kind of democracy which they gave up and thal
now they have to go back to it. But | think that is
completely ridiculous. | do not understand it at all.

So you have got to give the Russians and the
East Europeans a chance 1o develop democracy.
You have got to give this people an opportunity to
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develop. And this is what | see might happen because they see Weslarn
Europe, they will say, “Ah, that is democracy.” They want freedom. Okay,
fine. And they will look at Western Europe, and they will say, “That is what
we want.” My own fear is that they will end up with a chaotic situation. And
in a chactic situation people will begin to say, “It was better when It was
tyrannical."

So, a democratic government [s not necessarily a weak government. |
balieve | was democratic. But | could not accept that democracy means
no authority. We have agreed in a system under which you exercise joint
authority. But it has to be authority so that everybody knows the rules.
When the light says green, you go through, and when It is red. you stop.
These are rules and when you have established the rules you accept the
rules. And you know the rules under which you get a license so you get it
according to rules. And when you know you have fulfilled the rules you
expect your licensa.

But then many of our governments are not precisely strong. And be-
cause they are not strong, they become corrupt. Because the only way
you can get your way is to bribe people, When there are rules, you cannot
bribe anybody. So when the rule is bad, you say the rule is bad so you
change those who make the rules, then you change the rules,

So when the system of making the rules is known and the rules are
being enforced, you do not bribe anybody, When the rules are not being
enforced, you bribe. And when you have that government, people would
say it is better to have a dictator,

But to really establish democratic institutions, effective governments
are Important. What we must avold Is to identifty democracy with weak-
ness. 5o that is democracy with chaos. That is very dangerous:

Democratic governments must be supported to be stronger. That is
really the strongest government, Because any elected government ought
to be a strong government. It Is a popular government and it acts accord-
ing to its mandate given by the people. So whal we must avoid is to
identify democracy with weakness, and to idenlify democracy with cor-
ruption, indecision, and so forth. And then you have this idea that it is
better to have a strong dictator. But it is very dangerous to have dictators.

Mr. Mon Isberto (Inter-Press Agency): Your excellency, | have two
questions. One | ask to you In your position as the chairman of the South
Commission and the other as a statesman of Africa,

“North" and “South” are terms and concepts that are very powerful and
very vivid, but there are questions that have been raised on how ap-
plicable and how realistic they continue to be. In the South for example,
you have a great deal of differentiation that has alfready taken place and
some people say that a portion of the South has detached itself and gone
to the North. How do you see this phenomenon? Where do you think is

47



Vol 6 No. 4, Vol 7 Na.1

—_—— ey T SR

this going and how much further can you push the concept of the South
and the Morth?

And my second guestion, sir, is what is your reaction to the decision of
the United States to lift the economic sanctions against the Pretoria
government?

Nyerere: When | was asked to establish this commission, it was true
the question had been asked, "what is the South?" Usually, that question-
Ing was coming fram the North, They say that there |s no such thing as
the South,

Cnly last week, we were discussing this report in Geneva. The
Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) was discussing this report in
Geneva and the ambassador of the Netherdands criticized us for not
having recagnized the fact that the South is very differentiated. It is just
not monolithic. And so the North asks, *What does Tanzania have in
commaon with China or Brazil?” And it is true. China |s a nuclear power,
Brazil sells aircrafts. Tanzania sells cashew nuts. So what can you have in
common?

But the MNorth in the meantime is defining itself. The North has no
shame in defining itself, There is a clear Morth, there is no doubt about it.
There are the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development
{OECD) countries. How many are they? | think twenty-five. Who started
that club? Clearly there are countries which are developed, They were
divided, East and West. But the division s going out, and now the North is
coming together,

There is this Group of Seven leading the Western developed countries,
Now Gorbachev is knocking on the door. And | am quite sure he is going
to be admitted.

There is something called the Conference on Security and Cooperation
in Europe. That Helsinki conference has the United States and Canada in
it. It is a European conference, but it has the United States and Canada.

So who wants to apply from the South? When the North has defined
itself, In a sense they have defined you by exclusion. By exclusion you
people have been defined, and it is no use, no use in saying you are
different. You do not sell cashew nuts like Tanzania and therefore you
want to write an application to the North? You cannot be admitted.

You are not going to be admilted because this is a division of power.
You see, this s a division of power and in that group of the powerful, you
do not belong. China does not belong to the North at all. And China
knows it. China knows that it has a population. But having a population is
not enough. So the Chinese have to think. The Chinese have to say, "If
only we have the econamy of Belglum.”

So China is an underdeveloped country. India is an underdeveloped
country. Brazll is an underdeveloped country. If those Brazilians want to
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be a Japan, as | asked them, “Do you think the
Americans are going to tum you into another
Japan?” They will nol. They would not because you
are oo close to them and one Japan is encugh for
them, why would they spend a lot of money to tum
you into another Japan? But you can be a Japan or
two Japans, because you have the resources
which Japan does not have, Provided you make up
your mind that you can make yourself into another
Japan.

So about this definition, 1 know the Morth tends
o pooh-pooh this thing about the South, They say,
"You people are very different.” But when it comes
to power, we belong to the class of the powetless.
And that includes Tanzania, and thal includes
Brazil, and that includes |ndia, and that includes
China. We are powerless until we develop.

And we are saying we can enhance that
capacity to develop by two things. One, national
self-reliance. Two, cooperation. Cooperate amang
ocurselves and together we can see how we can
increase our strength so that we can influence this
New World Order. When one side is united and the
other side is not united, the side that is united wil
dictate the New World Crder,

Of course we have leaders in the South who are
vary Marthern, but so what? We have people in the
South who invest money in the North and they live

their lives in the South like Rockefellers in the [ know
North. But so what? So what? In some respect, the North tends
they are used by the Noith, Their base is a weak 10 pooh-pooh
= the South.

And | do not think there is justice even in Tan- T )
zania, In my own country, we have a fellow with a - > Sy,
university education in Tanzania. You cannot say You people
he is the same with the fellow who had only seven are very
vears of education, Of course, there is that dif- ci.:fferf*m’
ference. And even In Tanzania, | think we are now e
beginning to have millionaires. We are beginning to But when
have a few millionaires but so what? So what? They I COmes
belong to all the developed countries, these mil- to power,

lionaires In underdeveloped countries.

: i we belong

Kuwait had a per capita income perhaps the i the:elass
same as the United States or higher. S0 what? e 4
Saudi Arabia spends a |ot of money on armaments, ¢f the powerless.
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So what? It had to ask the Americans to come in and help them. Even
Saddam Hussein, he spent a lot of money on armaments. So what? Iraq Is
an underdeveloped country. It had some very sophisticated weapons that
could not be used anyway. They are all underdeveloped countries. So
there is no use pretending that you have some club which looks like a
Northern club, and you think that you have joined the North. It is not true.

All of us in the South have a long way to go. And here we are trying to
suggest how we can come together and try to make it.

About apartheid. Bush has removed the sanctions. And | think some of
the Europeans are going to remove thelr sanctions. And they are daing
this because some changes have taken place and they believe these
changes deserve removing the sanctions.

| do not accept this. | am totally opposed to this nonsense.

Why? Mandela was in prison for twenty-seven years. He had been sent
in by an apartheid government. He was brought out by an apartheid
government. So we say, "Very good. Mandela is now out.” And the others
are out. | think they are not all out now, but they will be out soon. Those
who were sent In by the apartheid in detention will be out soon, all of
them. So we will be celebrating.

Other stupid laws of apartheid have been removed. Before, they could
not swim in the same pool. Now they can swim in the same pool. Now
Mandela and De Klerk can swim in the same pool. It was a very stupid
law.

They could not swim In the same beach, now they can go to the same
beach. You see how stupid apartheid was. They could not own houses in
the same residential area, now they can. They could not ride on the same
bus, now they can. Black could not marry white, white could not marry
black, now they can, if they wanl to.

But the basic law which made these stupid laws which is now removing
them is still there. The basic power division that put Mandela in prison —
and they can put him back now — where power was based on color,
which said you and | cannot swim in the same pool, is the same law that
says Now we can swim in the same pool. So the basic one is still there.

Mandela cannot vote, Mandela Is not even a citizen of South Africa. He
is not a citizen of South Africa according to that basic law. Mandela has
no vote because of his color. How can you remaove sanctions until that
has gone? Here is a country where the basic law is still based on caolor,

Mandela cannot vote in his own country because he is black. And we
think that the struggle has ended because now they can swim in the same
pool? This s stupid!
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