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It isimperial rather than imperialist when, despite its power, it under stands that

the nationalism of the weaker country is necessary

Every rich and powerful country is*imperid” regarding the poor and weak countries
that surround it; the United States are necessarily imperia regarding the other countries
of the world; Brazil isimperid regarding the less developed South American countries.
Nobody escapes the influence of a more developed society. But this doesn't mean that
nation-states are dways “imperidis”. A country isimperiaist when it presumes that the
interests of apoor country areidentica to its own, when it rgjects the nationalism
through which this country attempts to build a true nation state and to develop, and
when it tries to impose its superior truth. It isimperid rather than imperidist when,
despite its power, it understands that the nationalism of the weaker country is necessary
for it to accomplish its nationd and capitalist revolution and, therefore, it accepts the
frudtration of some of its corporations short-term interests, because it believes that, in
the medium term, the neighbor country's development will be beneficid to itsown
development.

The United States have been imperid, rather than imperiadist, soon after World Wer 1,
but not for long. Y et Brazil, since the 1990s, has learned to take into account the
medium term with respect to its neighbors. This became evident in its relationship with
Balivia, Paraguay, and Venezuda with the first one, Brazil recognized the need for
Boliviato nationdizeits oil industry and to reeva uate some unconscionable contracts
that had been signed by previous leaders of the country; to Paraguay, it made reasonable
concessionsin the case of Itaipu. Asto Venezuda, it maintains an amicable reationship

with Chéavez since his dection.



However, part of the Brazilian dites do not understand this fact. They suddenly become
nationaist and want the Brazilian government to “defend Brazilian interests’ with more
determination. They thus forget that it was president Fernando Henrique Cardoso who
rejected Alca and started Brazilian South American policy, and that he wasthe first to
understand the difficulties and contradictions faced by the government leader of a poor
country that experienced centuries of domination, such as Venezuea. In this policy

president Lulawas not a pioneer; he just took a step forward.

Thetime of imperidismisover. Almog al poor countries know thet, in order to
develop, they need to get rid of foreign dependence and promote their industridization
to achieve their capitdist revolution. And they also know that thisisavery difficult
national task, because, apart from facing the mgor countries and their short-term
interests, they face huge domestic problems: low educationd levels, dienated loca
itesthat would rather dly themsdaves with foreign dites than with their people, a
poorly organized State, the permanent victim of the corruption of capitdigts, politicians,
and bureaucrats. Brazil, that dready achieved its capitdist revolution, understands this
issue. Brazil undergands that, for itsdlf, it is much more interesting that its neighbors
are nationdist and build their nation, thus being able to have a competent
entrepreneurid class, alarge middle class, and an organized working class. Thisisthe
reason why Brazil isimperid, not imperidig.



