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The theme of this conference, appears on the
surface, to be clear and straightforward, For,
what can appear to be more straight forward, clear,

and reasonable, in the context of what we are told i-
happening in the world today, then for the national

political science association of an important Thirgd
World country like Nigeria, to deliberate on the
issue of, "The collapse of the Soviet Union: implica-
tions for Third World sovereignty and development™?
With this as our theme, our task at this conference
seems cut and dried, Over the years, we have been
made to accept certain premises regarding the nature
of the world order. These premises have come %o
apvear as so obviously true that they have cbme to be

made just part of our common—sense conception of
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global reality. Our discourse on this issue can
therefore begin with these premises, as its point
of departure, and end within the limits defined by
tcm, without our even been aware that these are

Jjust premises which, like all premises, should be

open to question as to their neaning and validity,

PREMISES

The substance of these premises regarding the
hature of the world order can be summarised gg
followss firstly, that since about 1945, the worlc
has been basically divided into two major blocs,
each bloc under cne of two Superpowers, both of which
have dominated the world in the last four decades
and a-hglf, Secondly, that these two blocs; a bloe
of capitalist countries led by the United Stateé
of America, constituting "the first world"; a bloc
cf socialist countries led by the Soviet Union,
constituting "the second world", have been engaged
in a céld war, and regional conflictssparts of which
involved a contest over who influences and controls
the rest of us, who belong to neither of the two
blocs and whose countries therefore constitute "the

third worldw, Thirdly, that this cold war,



including this contest between the two blocs for
influence and control of the Thir world has
constituted the decisive dimension of the process
of international relations since the end of the
Second World War.

With these premises underlying our conception
of the nature of the world order since 1945, the
dramatic developments in Egstern Europe and the
Soviet Union in the last two years would appear as
earth-shaking, since one of the two blocs and the
super power heading it haveceased to exist. We are
left with onhe of the two blocs intact and its super
power appearing to be dominent all over the world,
We are therefore faced with the issue of what to do
ith ourselvesy in what has been called "the
Third World" when among other changes,"the second

4 St
world

'seems to have disappeared® All this appears
to make our task at this conference clear and straight—

forward,

POSITIONS
Already, we have, widely propagated in this
ecountry, a number of positions regarding the

implications of the recent dramatic developments in
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Eastern Europe and the Soviet Unien which are 211
derived from these premises and from their defini-
tions of the nature of the world order. These
positions have tended to paralyse serious political
discourse on our future options and alternatives in

international relations,

(@)

Che of the most widely propagated of these
rositions is the one that has it that,it is not only
one of the two super powers that has collapsed,

But that the collapse of the Soviet Union, also

means the collapse of the ideology, and of the social
and economic system of socialism and communism, which
the Soviet Union is supposed to have pioneered and
embodied, Therefore in the ideological contest
between socialism and capitalism, it is capitalism:,
pioneered and embodied by Western Europe and the
United States of America,which has emerged victorious,
conclusively proving that it is superior to
socialism. Therefore, we should recognise this
reality and come to terms with it and aceept the
triumph of capitalism and +the dominance of its Pree
marketsrand of its market forces over cur daily lives

and the destinies of our countries.,



But another widely propagated position, sfarts
from the same premises but draws different
implications. According to this position the
collapse of the Soviet Unien is much meore 4han
a conclusive proof of the bankruptcy of socislism
and communism, but actually demonstrates that all
godless and secular ideologies are bound 4o fail
and also to0 be exposed as bankrupt, And that we
should realise this from what has happened to the
Soviet Unlon and turn to our religions for the corregt
path for developing our economy and our social and
political systems. Among those who espouse this
position are those who say that with the collapse
of the Soviet Union, and therefofe;they insist of
socialism and communism, the central ideelogical
conflict in the world today is between resurgent
Islam led by the leaders of the Islamic Republic cf
Iran, on the one hand, and Vestern Judeo=-Christian
civilisation, on the other. They cite the
attitudes and actions of the West in the Middle East,
North Africa and towards Islamic fundamentalism
generally as evidence of this global contest which
has more clearly come into preminence with what

hcs happened with the Soviet Union,



Others,who basically share +this second positio:
will, however, insist that the way out is to follow ' e
path according to the Gospel of Jesus Christ and its
message of love; for that is what the godless and
secular ideologies like socialism lack and that is
why they have failed, as the developments in the

Soviet Union are supposed to show,

But a third pesition which is also quite

&1
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amread is

that with the collaps: ofthe Seviet Union (whick

.ceording to this view only +tarted socizlism and

™

communism in its game of ,..1po1itik ) the rivalries

between the former great powers of the world, in

festern Burope, North America and Japan, which came

to an end with the end of the Second World Waxnp shall
revive., Therefor fhird World countries, like our
own,should’work out their survival strategies in

the éontext of this return to a new form of late
nineteenth century power politics, already manifested

i1 the rising protectionism, emergingtrading blocs

and incipient trade wars across the Pacific  and across the

Atlantie,.



SCIENTIFIC INQUIRY

This conference can quite easily busy itself,
for the next four or five days, deliberating upon
trece, and other similarly-derived positions
regarding the implications, of the dramatic
developments in the Soviet Union and Easterh
Europe for Third World countries like our own.

But would this be a satisfactory exercise for the

conference of a national gcientific association of

an impertant Third Worid country like Nigeria?

Would such an exchange, of what shall be largely
platitudes, cliches and slogans, no matter how
pompous, or noisy, amount to carrying out the
responsibilities of political science by its leading
professional organisation in this country? Surely
the primary responsibility of a political science

agsocliation is the promotion of scientific political

i virye And scientific political inquiry is not
-2 same thing as the repetition and regurgitation
of premises, definitions, concepts and formulae
arrived at elsewhere, no matter how authoritative
tiris elsewhere may be. Scientific inquiry begins

with questions and ends up with propositions, whose

basis can be also questioned, in the perpetual atter
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to grasp the complex dimensions and motions of
objective reality, That is why it is inquiry and

net liturgy.

If, therefore, the Nigerian Political Scicrcc
Association is %o promote scientific political
inquiry through this conference, then the conference
should start its deliberations by going beyond the
routine of defining the theme and the key concepts
constituting it. It is hot enousgh here to merely
start by defining the Soviet Union, the Third World
and the meaning of "collapse”, "sovereignty" and
"development," It is not enough to pile facts upon
facts about the Soviet Union and recent development
there; or about the countries of the Third World
and what is happening to them now. That exercise

is really secondary, even if necessary.

What this conference has to start with is +hn
clarification of the basis of the discourse it is
part of, through the examination of the premises,
or in other words the fundamentalassumptions,
underlying the conception of the world order
prevalent in this country, which not only inform
the choice of the theme of the conference, but
also constitute its intellectual background and

context. This conference has to start off from the



very issue of whether there actually exists a worl:

order/s, an international system/s, a global

s
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arrangement/s, through which what happe:
Soviet Union can have implications for the soverein oo
and development of Third World countries like our ow-.
If no such world order or orders; internastional
system or systems, global set of arrangenment or
arrangementsyexists or existed, and therefore what
happens to the Soviet Union has nothing, or very
1little to do, with sovereignty and development in the
Third World, then there would be no basis for this |
conference organised around its present theme, If
on the other handsthis exercise of basic clarification
shows that there does exist a world order, an
international system or a glohai arrangement through
which what happens to the Soviet Union has
implication for Third Worlé countries like our own,
then the next task is to seek to comprehend the
hature and movement of this order, system or
arrangement, and the place of fhe Soviet Union in it,
before and after the recent dramatic developments,
Affer this,we can seek %o establish what exactly
these recent dramatic developments amounted to, with

regards to the position of the Soviet Upion in the

world order, and particularly in relation to the position



aird Vorld countries in that order, and the
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rospects with regards to their sovereignty and

+

development,

This contribution is not going %o be an
exhaustive treatment of thesc and other related
issues. It is merely intended to raige them here

for discussion and for developing them later as
ping

part of the continuing attempt to challenge and
transform the basis of intellectual diseourse in
this country in order to bring its premises and
framework much more in line with our actual
historical eXperience and independent grasp of

conteuporary reality.

WORLL ORDER?

The first issue to réise is obviously the
issue of whether there exists a world order within
The structure of which what happens to the Seviet
Union has implicatiens for the sovereignty and
development of Third World countries, This can beg*
be tackled by examining the meening of "erder" as

it is used in this context. For, once it is
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recoghised that "world order" as used here does

not meanh an "eorder" in the sense in which it is

used in the term "law and order"; meaning a regulated
arrangement and regulated activity in accordance

with the prescriptions of an established code, taen
we can begin to get somewhere, But not very far,
For, it is also strongly argued that what we have ir
the world today eannot be correctly described as &
"world order? but is in fact much closer to "worl.
disorder", It is said that given the number of wo-—-.
raging in various parts of this planet, the genocil. L
deprivations inflicted on large sections of +the

human race, and most flagrantly the bragzen disregard
for crucial provisions of existing internationsl
law by the United States of Ameriga the world
situation can be more accurately characterised as
one of disorder, than of order.

It is pointed out that, when within the lagt
adecade sazlone, the United States of America has
invaded and occupied Grenada, one of the smallest
countries in the world; attacked Nicaragua difeotly
and by proxy, and rejected a World Court ruling on

the case; invaded and occupied Panaema and sieged



and carried away its head of gtate for erimingl
trial in its courts; bombarded Libya; and violently
enforced double~standards in the Middle Fast, it

is deceptive to speak of a world order. For, how
can there be any order when such a militarily
pewerful country behaves openly as an outlaw,
violatihg every article of international law
providing for the sovereignty of hztion-states,
their rights to self-determination, and freedom
from foreign interference; and for the peaceful

resolution of disputes between states?

In this sense, there is certainly nething like
a world order. But world order is used here not
in this sense., It is used here to mean a structure
of relationship and a pattern of interaction which
link up all of us inhabiting this planet at all
levels of our existence, from the geological,
microbiologi¢al,to the economic, political and
even musical, It is an order because it has some
regulerities, structures and pattern which link
up all of humanity at almost all levels, even if
these regularities, structures and pattern are not
obvious. It is. this sense that it can be argued
that the Soviet Union and the countries of the

Third World belong to a world order s=nd what lios
o e
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t6 -the Soviet Union has implications for the
Thirdé world.

But the crucial issue really is not over whether
or not there exigts a world order in the sense
conceived above, The erucial issue is the nature
of this world order andsfor the deliberation at
this conference, the position of the Soviet Unio.:
in it, particularly with regards to the sovercic. S-

<

and development of Third World countries,

THE U, 5,8.R.

The Soviet Union, or the Union of Joviet Socialist
Republics,as it was formally known, was established
on jOth December 1922 when the First All-Union
Congress of Soviets formally ratified the Declargtion

and Treaty of Union setting it up as a cunfederaiion

Q

T republics, some of which were themselves federations,
By 1925 this confederation was made up of six

union republics, fifteen autonomous secialist
republics and sixteen autonomous regions., It

covered an area of over two million #ghare kilpsese -

with a population of about 130 million, made up

@)

over one hundred nationalities, It wasyand up to

L2 ]
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its recent demise,remained the largest country by
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¢ in tle world covering onec-sixth of. the total
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of this planet and stretching across ten
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This new polity was esteblished as a result
of the victory eof the Bolsheviks in the civil war
and wars of intervention which followed +the
October Revolution of 1917. The Peasants and
workers Soviets led by the Bolsheviks constituted
the political core of this confederation which
brought together all the territories of the former
Empire of the Tsar of All the Russias, except
Poland, Finland, Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia.

This confederation faced bitter hostilities
from other countries around it from its foundation,
This agctive rostility and the nature and revolutionary
brriect of the Bolsheviks, led to g large measure

of centralisation of its political system,

IMPERIALISH

The world order in which the Soviet Union came
to be established in 1922 was no+ Just an order made
up of sovereign nation-states relating to one

another according to the size of their population,
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territory or Even resourges, Certainly %he
Sovereignty of European nationvstates, had been
2 fajor issue in the contest which €Xploded into
tiie violent eruption of Pirst World War, out of

which the Soviet Union was built, But the worig

joN]

oracr was not just an order of sovereign nation—state%

just like that,

0

This world order wag structured by relationg
shaped and determined by the nature of the
economy and society of some of thesa.ﬂationwstates,
These nation-statea‘particularly Britain,
Germany, France, the United States, Japan, and
a few others in Western Europe nhamely Italy,
Belgium, Spain ang Portugal domingteq this worla
order into which the Soviet Union emerged in 1922,
In their societies the relationship between
-l.ai beings for the broduction, distribution and
“.~llsation of goedg and services was organised for
the purpose of making profit by those who own
the land, the factories, the banks and other assets.

wer . i o
© efew in number, The najority of

These owners
the bopulationg owned fnothing for use in producing
goods and services except their mental and manuygl

labour, They had 4o sell their labour to the few



wog oy the land, the factories, the banks and other
ascets, in order to surviw, The motor of the system
ig individusl greed, Iits driving force is the fierce
competition for wealth and the fear of hunger anad
impoverishment,

This social and economic syste@known as the
capitalist system had developed several centuries
before 1922, It game together with a revolution in
humanityt's grasp of hature and of natural processes,
to lecad to a phenomenal growth in science and
technology., It led te a tremendous expansion in
wealth and in man's capacity teo control, dominate
ahd exploit other human beings and nature,

Trom its

o
[¢x]
s
D

sis this system was nourished by
bec lurge-scale plunder and exploitation of the
wetple and the resources of the Americans, Africa,
€% Asla. It was not just a social and economic
systen within countries, but also g glbbal system
emerging from the relationship established between the
continents of Europe, Africa and the Americas

which bordered the Atlantic Ocean.

By the time the Soviet Union was formed this

system of imperialism has become entrenched world-

wide,as a system by which a bandful of countries in
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Western Burcpe and Nerth America subjugated and

ited other gountries as colonies, semi-cslonies
or as egohomic dependencies in the case of the couhte
rics of Eastern Europe. The competition between these
countries teceme very fierce. The Tsarist Russian
Empire played a role in this system and was even
a leading actor in the first half of the ninetectt.
century. But inereasingly although it congurered
and annexed neighbouring countries, its system was
outdated and backward and it could not really cope.
Its defeat by Japan in 1905 brought this out clearly.
When the October Revelution of 1917 brought this
empire to an cnd and by 1922 enabled the Bolsheviks
to recplace it with a Union of Soviet Socialist
Revublics, covering most of its territory, this
historical event did neot bring to an end the world
order dominated by imperialisme. Although the
Western imperialist pewers were bitterly hostile
to the Soviet State and its revolutionary project
of overthrowing +them and building secialism, the vast
Eurasian plains over which the Tsars had ruled,
and across which the Bolsheviks established their
new polity was historically marginal to the

development of capitalism and of the imperialist
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TG order, whose centre of gravity has remained
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Lantic Region, and later o spreading to
the Indian Ocean Region and the Asian Pacific.
Tsarist Russia was an important actor in the
imperialist orde Tybut its demise did not bring that
order to an Lud and created a new order,

It is not insignificant that after the civil
war and the warsg of intervention against the young
Soviet State, the imperialist bowers came to terms
with its existence gng extensive trade developed
particularly with Germany and the United States,
But when new states cmerged in Fast Asia from the
1940s which declared a commitment to defeat
imperialism and build socialism, there has been
nreolonged warfare in Fast Asia which has not ceased
gince the Japanesa invasion of 1931, This was
because the revolution in China ang Indo~-China
threatened one of the core areas (the East Asia
mainland and archipelago;from where the imperialist
world order has drawn its sustenance,

In fact the October Revolution and the threat
it posed to the ruling classes of the imperialist
countries revitalised imperialism, It facilitated

its coming to terms with section of the leadership



of the national liberation movements in Africa,

Agie and the Americas, in such a way that old-

tyle colonialism has been successfully replaced with
various forms of neo=colonisl and dependency
relationships., It also favoured domestic reforms,

which particularly after the Second World War enabled
imperialism to accept local socialist movement, roigo
the living standards of its working class, expand
production and project a powerful consumerism which

has come to dagzle significant sections of the

population of Egstern Europe and the Soviet Union,

COLD-WAR FIXATION

This rcality of the place of the Soviet Union in
tire world ordew from its foundation to its demise,is
hecvily obscured by the spectacular industrial and
military achievemcnts it made which ensbled it +to
make advanced weapons of war and play a leading role
in space exploration. Out of this, and the creation
of a system of military alliance and Pases
by both the Seviet Union and the Upited States

was promoted the notion of these two being
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SUDCT powiersyt This notion suited the military -
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wrial complex within the American establishment,
It zlso suited cerfain ruling cireles in the Soviet
Union. Byt as is very obvious from wihat has been
happening in the world the central glebal contest
has not been bvetween the two "super powers" but
between the national liberation movements in Asia,
Africa and Latin America and the imperialist world
order built over the last five centuries, and gtill
dominant,

This is not 4o say that the threat which the
fuclear weaponry of the USSE and the Usa posed to
the existcnce of +the human race did not make the
issue of the relationship between these two erucial

tc human survival, But it is to argue that
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mortal as this issue is, what has

retituted the decisive dimension of the world order

o
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»
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tne struggle for self-determination by the majority

i)

.

cf the human race who are in Asia, Africa and the
Americas, and whose struggle has made them constitute

the most mortal threat te imperialism,
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Dudley obviously expects
lel eriticism of the West
¢ of the Communists.,. what

1 s between the East and the West is
ot determining my view point here,
In ahy case if the Soviets and Ching
were to vanish today, it will not change,
by an iota the cducational system
of Nigeria or the nature of our economy,
They will remain substantially dominated
by the Anglo-Americans,®

What has been taking plaee recently has only gone to

confirm this rather hyporbelic rejoinder.
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Over twe@ty years ago, I pointed out how the role
of the Soviet #rion in the Worild OQrder, has been given
importance far beyond what it was in reality, as a
result of coldewar fixation, which reduced almost every-
tining in world affairs to the relations between the
cc-called superpowers and the two bloes they headed,
This was in en exchange with one of the founders of
this associlation, the late Billy Dudley, in 1971. I
Lcinted out that:

"Professor Dudley obviously expects me
to parallel criticisms of the Yoot with those
of the @ommunists ,.., what happens between
the East the the West is not determining ny
view point here, In any casg If the Sovietsg
and China were to wvanish today, it will not
change by an iota the educational system of
Nigeria and the nature of our economy. They
will remain substantially dominated by the
Anglo-—Americans."1

IYSTIFICATION

But the mystification about the role of the

S viot Union in the world order has deeper dimensions

<L than pere eold-war fixation, These had more to
¢ with the Soviet Union's symbolic status as the
first state in world history which openly and
explicitly declared itself, at its foundation, as
committed to eliminating feudalism and capitalism and
all forms of exploitation of man BY man; and set out to
bulld socialism and communism and a new society for all

of mankind free of exploitation and oppression,
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This promise of the October Revolution of 1917 and of
the new Soviet State shook the world. Many movements of
the oppressed and exploited all over the world were
deeply moved by this and placed a lot of their hope in
it ¢nd saw it as a shining example of what they should

struggle for. The bitter hostility of the ruling

“--=5¢8 of the imperialist countries to the new state
-ne the international eommunist movement made this
“ttiaction to the Soviet example deeper. The intense
-~~~ the Soviet Union aroused amaong <he yiech, the powerfyl
@nd the priveleged, all over the world further
exaggeratea its status. Almost every popular movement
seeking improvements and echanges to the existing order
was aecused and witehehuriting ae'communists® and Soviet
Fentse" This Symbolic status was econselidated by the
decisive and historic role that the Red Army ple''zd in
defeating Nazi Germany, particularly the victory at
otalingrad in 1942 when Nazism appeared invicible and

was about to bring all of Europe from the Urals to the

1)

Atlantic under its heels. This was followed by the

9

T'wctacular achievements the Soviet Union made in
v-loping military and space technology rapidly enough
-0 compete effectively with the United States. All these
“"me together to favour the mystification of its role in
world order,whose nature was not really changed by its

emergencge.,

Even when, in the early 1960s Mao Tse. Tung and others
started saying loudly that what was being built in the
Soviet Union was not socialism; but that a priveleged

i 4

bureaucratiec caste of_-had\ emerged and was taking the
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Soviet Union back on to the capitalist road, this did

not substantially effect this: mystification,

: The historic reality was that in the
soviet Union the mass democratic essence of the
original Soviets and of the revolutionary socialist

oroject, has been substantially destroyed. And while

the party elite preserved and increased their priveleges,

. =CVed Incapable of taking the economy to a level at
woich it could even in its Enrasian space, could
challange the imperialist order at a fundamental level,
Some of the leading revolutionaries of the third
world in the 1960s,particularly Mao Tsefung,
Ch® Gewwers and Frantz Fanen; saw clearly this limitatior
of the Soviet Union and made this very elear in their
statements, writings and actions. But the
mystification had gone too far for even this to have
any effect partiecularly as Western imperialispy also
found this mystifiecation convenient for its domestic

end foreign political operations. That is why this

process’ ' of mystification has éstablished one of the

piemises of our present conception of global reality,

WLLAESE OR DISMEMBERMENT 2

The recent dramatic developments have ealled
into question this mystification but seem to be
producing new oneg, It is for example asserted, even in
the theme of this conference that the Soviet Union

has 'collapsed"it is surely not enough for anybody

engaged in scientific political inquiry to

accept that g polity has collapsed simply because its

political leaders have announced that it has are woriir--~
OUt new Trnoe+ddaans
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A polity no matter of what-form is constituteg at
verlous levels, not just at the leve) of the apex
ieagﬁrship.

There seems no doubt about the fact that a process
uf dismantling, R dismembering, the Soviet Union's
taking plaee, This s not the same as a collapses for
it amountSte deliberate and PUrposeful activity unlike
“Collapse," 7Tt M3y or it may not Succeend,

The leyel of integration of the population of thc
republies of the Sowviet Uniom does not seems to allow op
8 neat dismantling €Ven under the eover of & commonwealtt,
At the level of the €e®onomy, highly céntralised planning
has also given the €eonomy a high leve] of integration,

Take the Ukraine, for.example, whose Position.seens Ccrucial
whatever new arrangement emer: 2s. By the €arly 1980s
it obtained 00% of the machines and €quipment for itg
f-ctories from other republics. It got 50% of itsg
“uildezers and exeavators from them; 80% of its lorries
€nd more than 60y Of its woc ,paper ang container board;
and also 66% of its woollen cotton and l,inen\fabrics.2
This involved €xchanging its own agrieultural and
industrial products with the other republics.

Take Byelorussia, for €xample. In the early 1980s
it sold to other Fepublics 84% of jts tractors; 90%
of its instrument—makiqg and eleetronic equipment: 73%
oFf Jits ball-bearings, Q% of its machine tools; 70% of its
Men-made fibre ang 24% of its plywood.3

This leve] of integration at the economic level can
be seen to pe much higher when the €nergy, transport

and Communication Seetors are considered,
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Can this level of integration continge even at reduced
level without a much higher leve] ©f political integration
than is provided for in the arrangement called the

Commonwealth of Independent States ?

CONCLUSICN

Given what has been sketehed out above, the most
obvious implications of the recent dramatic developments
in the Soviet Union for Third World sovereignty and
wevelerpmert hag to do with the VEry premises with which

define the werld émd our relations With others and our
Fee dn dbl . Par e to ensure our self-determination and
sovereignty, which are key foundations for any genuine
deveIOpment, we have to work out a pPereeption of the worild
based on our independent grasp of our contemparary
global reality, rooted in our historieal €xperience and
derived from sedent] fiie inquiry, As almost every
Nigerian now bitterly rFecognises,what we face in the
1990s is more than a question of sovereignty and
development, but a question of SUEvival., This survival
is not pessible without soverejgnty and development, at all
levels including at the level of how we comprehend the

world, our relations with others and our place dn 4,
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