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OCAMM unable
to achieve

any political
Dpre-eminence

Africa are characterized by a common

colonial past, an-identical official language, -

and the same type of relations in most

cases with the former colonial power, and -

although they all have the same under-
developed, dependent status, this does not
mean that francophone Africa forms a
homogeneous international sub-system ca-
pable of formulating and implementing a
common foreign policy. Nor does it mean

that its states should be expected to act -

in unison to solve major political problems
at a time when no alliance of countries in
the world is capable of doing so.

It is true that there is agreement on a
number of essential problems, and to some
degree this permits a certain harmon-
ization of policies (in the United Nations,
for example) — certainly no mean feat!
But, too often, divergent and even con-
flicting interests either paralyse inter-

national organizations like the OAU"

(Organization for African Unity) or
provoke serious conflicts between member
countries. There is no real organization
grouping the countries of French-speaking
Africa, in spite of several attempts to
create one, but only regional organizations
whose primary function is economic, such
as the Council of the Entente, customs
unions, economic communities and so on.
These organizations have had- their ups
and downs. The scars borne by the
OCAMM (African, Malagasy and Mauri-
tian Common Organization), which was
losing its members one by oné and was
unable to achieve any political pre-
eminence, bear witness to this; in August
1974, this organization had to agree to be
“depoliticized” in the hope that it could
form an “instrument for economic, cultural
and social co-operation”,

More pronounced .

The disagreements are, naturally, much
more pronounced over specifically African
problems (such as the question of the
liberation of southern Africa), conflicts
between states (such as those arising
over boundaries) or conflicts within states
(such as those concerning political entities
resulting from colonialism) and questions
of implementing development policies. On
all these problems, national attitudes often
touch or overlap, but no consensus seems
to emerge. It is often difficult to explain
the stance taken by an African state in
terms of its position within the existing
ideological, political and economic align-
ments. Ivory Coast was the only country
of the five-member Council of the Entente
to recognize Biafra, following Tanzania,
which ranks among the progressive African
nations. Ivory Coast and Senegal had a
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with. respect to southern Africa. May
tania and Guinea, long-time partners
what is known as the African revolutiong,
group, do not see eye to eye on the futy,
of the former Spanish Sahara, and May;
tania has aligned itself with Morocco (i
the words of President Ould Daddah, «y,
do not choose your allies”) against Algey
and they are sharing this territory in i
regard of the previously unbroken nif
that former colonial boundaries are t; g
maintained — a rule made by the OAlf
Other, and equally significant, divergene:§

- would become evident if we were to tung

It is important, however, to define the
level of the discrepancies of attitude witl

complexities of foreign policy. The fun
mental objectives are clear and have new
varied. On behalf of the whole of Afrig,
the goal of eliminating all forms of cg

state recognized what the QAU chaml
refers to as the pressing and urgent ne
to co-ordinate and intensify the effortsd
its members to expedite the unconditior
achievement of national independence fiff.
all territories still under foreign domin
tion. They also pledged to help ceolonilf

- peoples achieve independence, They w

equally categorical in their condemnati
of apartheid, denouncing it as a “ceimin
policy”, and of all other policies of rac
discrimination.

Unquestioned
No African government, whether it Hf
classed as revolutionary, progressive, Hf
formist or moderate, has ever questione
these common goals. Ivory Coast is no s
firm than Guinea or Mali and Niger i
this respect: “No human being worthy d 3
the name could approve of the racial la%
governing the relationships between ﬂlf
various communities in South Afric

October 1975, could, with others like thel_l%
form a veritable anthology on ths top
The same is true of the numerous sta
ments stigmatizing Prime Minister 1@
Smith’s unilateral proclamation cf inf
pendence for Rhodesia and his desire

perpetuate the total dominance of ﬂ]‘e
4 percent white minority in that countf




