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Pursestrings Before Principles
D agbreek P ers am ong his long list of
companies. Tobacco king Mr. A. E.
R upert is a  d irector of D agbreek Pers.

A new battle for the freedom of the 
press and the integrity of journalists 
must begin as editors try to decide how 
far they can go in doing the work of the 
Foundation, which will in turn do the 
work of the Nationalists. How many 
editors will withstand the new winds 
blowing from the direction of the Foun
dation? It has been an old Nationalist 
argument that South Africa has a bad 
name not because of her record but be
cause the press has documented it. In 
evitably this must become a Foundation 
stock-in-trade. How many publications 
will buckle under the argument that 
South A frica’s interests are those of her 
mining and finance magnates, and that 
what is good for business and investment 
must be good for South A frica  as a 
whole, even those millions languishing 
under the rule of the Nationalists?

Axe in Chamois Leather

A lready there has been a  suspicious si
m ilarity  in the anti-boycott argum ents 
adduced by South A frican papers. The 
boycott can only harm  the A frican and 
Coloured people, is th e  cry  used (b y  
people who have never before shown the 
least tw itch  of sym pathy fo r the plight 
of the N on-W hite people. This a rg u 
ment has m ade its  appearance in too 
m any editorial columns to  avoid the im 
pression th a t th ere has been some con
certed pressure group a t w ork on edi

tors and leader w riters here.

One of the f irs t jobs the F oundation 
tackled w as th e  appointm ent of a  press 
and news m an as head of its  team  of pub
lic relations officials. Three m em bers 
of the team  will sell South A frica abroad, 
in the U nited S tates, in B rita in  and E u 
rope, and on the continent of A frica. Di
rector of the team  is to  be Mr. A. M. 
Van Schoor, head of the South A frican 
B roadcasting C orporation N ew s D ep art
m ent who h as been seconded to  the 
Foundation fo r a  y ear —  like a  tran sfe r 
from  one governm ent d ep artm en t to  a n 
other!

Mr. V an Schoor who h as been a  w ork
ing jo u rn alist on th e  s ta ffs  of th e  B u r
ger, th e  V aderland, F leu r and H uisge- 
noot, did sp are  tim e w ork  fo r th e  
Foundation for some m onths p rior to  its  
form ation. This is yet another pointer 
to the suspicion that the government It- 
slf and the State Information Office, 

'ed by Mr. Piet Meiring, had more

than a little to do with the early shapings 
of this body.

The S ta te  Inform ation Office o u t
pourings a re  d istrusted  because the 
Office grinds an  ugly axe for the N a 
tionalist G overnm ent. The F oundation 
will g rind  aw ay a t  m uch the sam e 
thing, but the axe will be concealed in 
chamois leather. The N ationalists 
could not have wished for any b etter 
service th an  th e  one the Foundation 
offers.

Nationalist God-Fathers

N ationalist sponsors form  a  m inority  
am ong the F oundation’s tw enty-five but 
its  policies will clearly be dom inated by 
them and th e ir experience in try in g  to  
sell th e  Union abroad.

Mr. C harles Te W ater w as one of the 
earliest m em bers of th e  N ationalist 
P arty , w as Union H igh Com missioner 
in London in 1929, and S.A.’s rep re
sentative a t  th e  League of N ations. In  
1948 w hen the N ationalists cam e to  
pow er he w as appointed the U nion’s 
f irs t A m bassador-at-L arge to  counter 
m isrepresentation about th e  govern
m e n t’s aim s. He resigned as H igh 
Com m issioner when the Union declar
ed w ar on G erm any in 1939.

Dr. W illiam  Nicol w as a  DRC M in
ister fo r 35 y ears and T ran sv aal a d 
m in istra to r for ten  years.

Dr. A. L. Geyer, close friend and 
confidant of D r. M alan, w as Union 
H igh Com m issioner in London in 1950 
and has alw ays had th e  inner confi
dences of his party .

D r. M. S. Louw is th e  recognised 
leader of N ationalist finance and busi
ness opinion, d irector of a  good two 
dozen finance, m ining and o th er com 
panies.

Mr. A. E . R upert, Dr. F. J . du Toit; 
Dr. F . M eyer (ch airm an  of ISCOR) 
and Dr. M. H. de Kock (g overnor of 
th e  S.A. R eserve B an k ) a re  four 
o ther influential N ationalists am ong 
th e F oundation’s tru stees.

A  Business Coalition

This stro n g  m erg er of N atio n alist and 
Opposition captains of finance and in 
d u stry  m u st inevitably cause an  upsurge 
of coalition hopes in certain  circles, even 
though th e P rim e M inister’s announce
m ent of a  R eferendum  on the Republic 
tak es coalition off th e  ag enda fo r  some 
tim e to  come. The rig h t w ing of th e  
U nited P a r ty  h as revived hopes of coali
tion periodically a s  its  chances of w in
ning elections h ave become steadily  
gloomier. These overtures have been re 

peatedly rebuffed by the N ationalists 
for D r. V erw oerd’s governm ent has been 
stro n g  enough not to need coalition.

But a toenadering in the business field 
which undertakes to sell the Union 
abroad non-politically, and in so doing 
ignore the political crimes of the Nation
alists, must delight Dr. Verwoerd’s C a 
binet.

Opposition Embarrassed

Both th e  U nited P a rty  and the P ro 
gressives m u st be em barrassed by this 
F oundation.

The U nited P a rty  sees some of its 
w ealthiest backers pledged to prom ote 
in ternational understanding of the 
“South A frican w ay of life,” b u t a  South 
A frican w ay of life a  la  D r. Verwoerd. 
W hat price opposition, however h alf
hearted, in P arliam en t now, when every 
fight fought by  the U nited P a r ty  has 
been dam ned by th e  N ationalists as un- 
South A frican . . . ?

A fter  his sharp  differences w ith  De 
Villiers G raaff, Mr. H arry  Oppenheim er 
financed the breakaw ay of the P ro g res
sives from  the U nited P arty , perhaps in 
the hope th a t  a  genuine Opposition in 
P arliam en t m ig h t curb the N ationalists.

U nfortunately  fo r the Progressives the 
new p a rty  had  hardly  been born when 
Mr. O ppenheim er becam e a  Foundation 
trustee, in th is very ac t helping to  create 
an atm osphere highly unfavourable for 
the flourishing of th e  Progressive P arty .

This P a r ty  w as established because 
the Opposition to  the N ationalists has 
been too feeble. Y et th e  Foundation will 
tell th e  world th a t South A frica does not 
deserve h er bad nam e ,and th a t  th e  N a
tionalist G overnm ent is not as bad as it 
seems. Then w hy w orry  about a  strong  
Opposition ?

Oppenheimer’s one new baby seems
to have half strangled the other at
birth.

The dilem m a of businessm en who have 
trad itio n ally  been supporters of th e  Op
position b ut a re  now Foundation spon
sors is: How do you attack the govern
ment at home, and yet defend it abroad?

“My country  r ig h t or w rong” m ight 
be a  fine slogan fo r businessm en b ut it 
rem oves the ground from  under th e  feet 
of th e  W hite Opposition groups. Have 
the N ationalists a t  la s t succeeded In 
forging th is  false South A frican p atrio t
ism th a t  p u ts p u rse-strin g s before prin
ciples ?
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South West Africa: The 14th Year
“Thirteen years is a long period indeed. But my people 

are stilt confident and they are still entertaining hope that 
the United Nations will help them. But if they are let down, 
the next question they will ask themselves will naturally be,

what are we going to do now . . . ? Patience and good faith 
are not limitless and once they disappear the situation may 
become irrevocably critical.’’ P. J. Kozonguizi, before the 
U N O  Committee on South West Africa, May, 1959.

F o r th irteen  y ears th ere has stood on 
the agenda of the U nited N ations O rg
anisation the item: 'Question of South 
W est A frica.’ T hrough the years, dele
gates to  th e  UN  have canvassed th e  
question back and fo rth  in all its  aspects,
—  the legal questions of w hether the UN 
inherits the m andates of the old League 
of Nations; the form al questions of w he
ther South A frica is required by m an
date to  subm it rep o rts  on h er adm ini
stration; the fanciful questions of w he
ther the country  can be partitioned be
tween South A frica and th e  U N ; the 
constitutional questions of w hether the 
UN can refer its dispute to the W orld 
Court —  all these and m any others have 
been chewed over till they  are  now old 
bones.

None of these questions really  strike 
a t the h ea rt of the m a tte r  as it affects 
the people of South W est A frica them 
selves. F or them  the issue a t  s tak e  in 
the whole UN dispute w ith South A frica 
is the sim ple issue of th e ir own em erg
ence from  subject s ta tu s  to independent 
nationhood. This is the essence of the 
m atter, w hether the UN sees it th a t w ay 
or not. Every other country in Africa  
which was a League of Nations M an 
dated territory during the second world 
war is now either already independent, 
or the date for its independence has been 
fixed and progress towards that date is 
being supervised by the UN. Th is is 
what the UN  trusteeship has meant else
where. This is w h at has inspired the 
people of South W est to c a rry  on the 
fight fo r th a t trusteeship  for th irteen  
years, in the face of trem endous oppo
sition from  th e South A frican au th o ri
ties.

W here A re  They G etting?

I t  would be easy to dism iss these th ir
teen years of UN deliberations as com 
pletely ineffectual. On the surface, p er
haps, U N  debate has achieved nothing. 
South A frican governm ents, U nited P a r 
ty  and N ationalist, have proceeded as 
they like to draw  South W est A frica 
closer and m ore fully into the oppres
sive, restric tiv e  and poverty-bound 
fram ew ork of the Union. A fter th irteen  
years, w h at is left of th e  U N ’s e ffo rts?  
An advisory opinion from  th e W orld 
Court th a t South A frica  should subm it 
reports on its  m andate to  the U N  (1950);

a  rep o rt of a  sub-com m ittee describing 
the detailed trag ed y  which South A fri
can adm inistration  has created for the 
A frican inhabitants; a  decision to  perse
vere in its  a ttem p ts  to  reach  an  a g re e
m ent w ith the South A frican govern
m ent. T h at is alm ost all the m inute 
books will show.

By L. BERNSTEIN

B ut those th irteen  y ears have m ade 
g rea t changes in  South W est A frica —  
in the m inds and outlook of the A frican 
people if not in the conditions of th e ir 

daily lives. T hirteen y ears ago there 
were few bold enough to believe th a t 
their independence and nationhood was 
possible in th e ir  own lifetim es. Today, 
clearly, th ere are m any, and th e ir num 
bers grow  rapidly. T hirteen y ears ago 
th ere w ere a  few  lone voices speaking 
out a t  U N  in the nam e of the A frican in
habitants, b ut yet fa r  ahead of their 
people in th e ir political views. Today 
those few petitioners and spokesm en a t 
UN, are  leaders of public opinion in 
South W est itself, and the accredited and 
recognised voice of the m asses of their 
country. F o r these changes, UNO can 

claim the credit.

If  South W est A frica stan d s closer 
to independence and nationhood now 
than  it did then, it is because the UN 
has inspired the people w ith hope and 
confidence in the fu ture, shown them  
th a t they do not stand friendless and 
alone ag ain st the overwhelm ing 
stren g th  of South A frican reaction.

The Point of Crisis

Can UN now tak e  the m a tte r  fu rth e r 
more effectively th a n  it h a s ?  I t  seems 
th at, a f te r  th irteen  years, a  crisis point 
has been reached. E very a ttem p t a t 
UN action h as proved ineffectual. E very 
attem p t to soften the h earts  of the South 
A frican governm ent has failed. There 
are now, it seems, only two w ays ahead. 
E ith er UN  proceeds to d rastic  action —  
sanctions ag a in st South A frica perhaps; 
or it seeks a  face-saving form ula w here
by the honour and prestige of UN  will 
be preserved, while the fa c t of South 
A frican control of the te rrito ry  rem ains 
unim paired. A realisation  th a t th is  cri
sis point h as  been reached seems to  have

been present a t th e  recent UN  session in 
New York.

"A lm ost as soon as debate opened 
th is y ea r i t  w as ap p aren t th a t  the a t
m osphere had subtly changed,” w rites 
one correspondent. F o r th e  f irs t tim e 
in m any years, th e  South A frican gov
ernm ent, represented by Mr. Eric 
Louw took p art in the debate, breaking 
a  long boycott of the debates on South 
W est. P artly , no doubt, th is sudden 
change w as inspired by the fe a r  th a t 
UN m ight this y ear come fo rth  w ith a  
resolution “w ith te e th .” But partly  it 
w as inspired by the feeling th a t a ges
tu re  of reasonableness and co-opera
tion by the Union Governm ent might, 
a t  th is stage, forestall or postpone 
U N ’s sh iftin g  from  pleas to drastic  ac
tion.”

Equally significant w as the sh ift of 
India’s delegate, Mr. K rishna Menon, 
from  his form er position. F or thirteen 

years India has been am ongst the m ost 
outspoken of critics of the South A fri
can governm ent, and am ongst the firs t 
to call fo r stro n g  U N  action. This year, 
faced w ith a  resolution sponsored by the 
A frican S ta tes  to g eth er w ith P ak istan  
and the Phillipines, which encouraged 
form er m em bers of th e  League of N a
tions to  tak e  legal action against South 
A frica in th e  In tern atio n al Court, In 
dia’s delegate faltered. He pleaded for 
UN to accept only the other resolution, 
sponsored by India and tw enty-three 
others, which once again  asked South 
A frica to respect the m andate, and to 
negotiate w ith UN  to place the te rrito ry  
under UN  trusteeship. Mr. Menon plead
ed for Mr. Louw’s hand of "co-opera- 
tion” to  be tak en  seriously.

E qually new  w as the a ttitu d e  of the 
United S tates whose delegates in the 
past . . piously reiterated  its position 
ag a in st sin in general and segregation in 
particular, and then abstained on resolu
tions expressing m ore th an  the gentlest 
of disapproval” , as one rep o rter phrases 
it. This y ea r th e  U nited S ta tes  support
ed both resolutions. F o r them, too, this 
session m arked the end of a  thirteen-year 
tradition. In  this new atm osphere the 
Union delegate took th e  new policy of 
appeasem ent fu rth er. The Union gov
ernm ent, he promised, would tak e  p a rt 
in debates again  n ext year; it would 
m ake inform ation about South W est A 
rica available to th e  UN; it would e
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PETITIONERS AT LAKE SUCCESS
For many years the Rev. Michael Scott w as the only peti

tioner at the United Nations for the people of South West 
Africa. (Though he w as prevented by South Africa from en
tering the Union or South W est).

Into discussions w ith “an appropriate 
UN ad hoc body th a t  m ay be appointed 
afte r prior consultation w ith th e  Union 
governm ent.” Too little, and too late. 
In the end both resolutions w ere adopted, 
India —  finally —  voting for both.

From New York to W indhoek

And so we come to  th e  fo u rteenth  
year. The U N  crisis does not abate; it 
grows sharper. Before th e  y ear is out, 

fu rth er g re a t p arts  of the A frican contin
ent, form erly conquered colonies, fo r
merly “ tru stees”, will be independent, 
giving new spurs to  the claim s of the 
South W est people. Steadily the centre 
of the struggle around th e fu tu re  of 
South W est has been shifting from  the 
UN to the te rrito ry  itself. Steadily the 
centre has shifted from  the w ell-m eaning 
delegates of o th er countries to  the 
spokesmen of South W est A frica them 
selves —  to  M burum ba K erina and Ja - 
riretundu Kozonguizi, petitioners from  
South W est; to  Chief H osea K utako of 
the H erero tribe, on whose behalf R ever
end Michael S cott h as spoken so long 
and so forcefully; to  H ans Beukes, and 
others. Steadily, in South W est A frica, 
the people have begun to  organise th e ir 
strength, to  tak e  up fo r them selves the 

fight which opened a t  L ake Success 
thirteen y ears ago.

I t  would be too m uch to claim  th a t 
all th is results from  th e w ork of UN. 
T hat has played a  g re a t p art. B ut as 
the centre of the fig h t for South W est’s 
future shifts to  the people themselves, 

new facto rs come into play. South West 
Africa moves towards the future under 
the inspiration of the world-wide wind of 
liberation which blows so fiercely 
through the old colonial world. I t  moves 
under the inspiration of the P an-A frican  
Peoples Conference a t  A ccra, an d  under 
the inspiration of th e  g ath erin g  national 
liberation alliance of th e  Union of South 
A frica itself. A lready, in  th e  violent 
clash a t  Windhoek, the people of South 
W est have w rested the centre of world 
attention from  th e  U N  Com m ittee to  
themselves, and shown th a t inside the 
te rrito ry  too, th e  conflict of th e  South 
A frican governm ent versus th e  people 
moves tow ards a  crisis.

This is the beginning of th e  fo urteenth  
ar. W ho can d are say w here it will

In 1956 Scott was joined at U.N. by a young Herero, M B U -  
R U M B A  K E R IN A ,  who had managed to get a passport to 
study in the United States. He was authorised by his people 
to speak for them at the United Nations.

The world body several times asked that certain South 
W est A fricans be allowed to leave their country to testify at Lake Success. Pass
ports were invariably refused by South Africa.

In 1957 one was denied a Herero, F A N U E L  J A R IR E T U N D U  K O Z IN G U IZ I (who 
is the only South West African other than K E R IN A  to have a university degree.) 
In 1959, however, K O Z O N G U IZ I managed to leave South West and to make his way  
to the United Nations where he testified before the Committee on South West.

A t the end-1959 session these two young Africans were joined by a third petitioner 
direct from South West, H A N S  B E U K E S  the young student refused a passport to 
take up a scholarship in Oslo, but who was smuggled abroad nevertheless.

STOWAWAY FROM SOUTH WEST
LEONARD GEBLIEL, a  27 y ear old co n tract labourer from  South W est A frica tried 
to  rep resent the Ovambo people a t  U.N. He stow ed aw ay in a  ship to  the U nited 
S tates, and this sta tem en t w as tak en  from  him  in the U.S. Im m igration  detention
h ead quarters in N ovem ber 1959.

I went to school with Toivo* at St. 
M ary’s. I informed Toivo about 
my coming. He thought it was 
an excellent idea to have a mem
ber of the Ovamboland Peoples 
Organisation out of the country. 
First I worked in Ochiwarongo 
as a contract labourer. Then I 
went back to Ovamboland. Then 
I went to Omaruru from there 
and proceeded to Swakopmund 
and from there to W alv is Bay. I 
worked there about eight years 
in the hotels.

I came by myself to the harbour. I 
concealed myself in the cargo 
hold in the boat (of the Lykes 
Brothers Steamship Com pany). I 
remained inside there for six 
days and came out on the sixth 
day through the ventilation hole. 
When they saw  me, they asked 
me where I came from. I told 
them. They kept me in a small 
cabin and tied my arm s to a 
pole. During the daytime they 
allowed me to join the crew in 
painting the boat. A t night and 
on Sunday I had to remain tied 
to the pole.

When we arrived In New Orleans 
they handed me over to other 
police (apparently the Danners 
Marine Guard Service). Those 
transferred me to a boat bound 
for Cape Town. I don’t remem
ber how many days I was there 
because they used to keep me 
tied on m y bed. One day when 
the police left m y cabin I took 
m y belt and tied it to the ceiling 
of my cabin. I tied it around my

* A leader of the O vam boland peo
ple w ho h as been approved a s  a  pe
titioner by th e  U nited N ations b ut 
who h as never been perm itted  by 
the Union of South A frica to  come 
to  N ew Y ork C ity to  testify .

neck. One of the police came 
and rescued me. During that 
time I w as on a hunger strike 
and they decided to send me (on 
October 20th) to a hospital in 
the city (Galveston, Texas).

The boat people told me that they 
were taking me back to W alvis 
Bay. I went on a second hunger 
strike. Then they decided to 
handcuff me on my legs and 
arms. I used to sleep handcuff
ed on m y legs and arms. After 
that the immigration men in
formed me that they were taking  
me to New York  on my way 
back to South Africa.

1 couldn’t flee because I didn’t 
have the opportunity. I was al
w ays tied or in the handcuffs, 
but I did try  to commit suicide 
rather than go back to South 
W est Africa. I decided to com
mit suicide because I know that 
once I return to South West A f 
rica I would be place in prison 
indefinitely. If  I were ever re
leased, I would be taken back to 
Ovamboland never to come out 
again. Going back to Ovambo
land is just like declaring your
self dead alive because there is 
no employment. You cannot get 
money to buy food or clothes. 
You are not allowed to meet with 
those who return from their con
tract labours, nor are you allow
ed to meet with anyone In a 
group of three. If  you are seen 
In a group of three or four young 
men, you can be arrested by the 
Native Commissioner.

A t the present time what I can say  
about South W est A frica Is this. 
It must be freed from the South 
Africans to make It a country 
worth living In for both white 
and black. M y  own brothers are 
as if they are In chains in South 
West Africa.
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BACKWARDS TO BANTUSTANS
by G. MBEKI

Economic conditions in the reserves 
have worsened and productivity has 
declined.

The Tomlinson Commission found that 
“nearly one-fifth of children born alive 
die before they reach their first birth
day . . Average African life ex
pectation is 36.4 years.

Life in the Reserves is one of dismal 
poverty.

W hat sort of ‘development’ scheme have 
the Nationalists in m ind? It is based 
on four main pillars.

O N E : the reduction of the number of 
people dependent for their livelihood 
on small scale farm ing, and the crea
tion of ‘land barons'.

TW O : the fostering of a middle class 
of professional men and traders.

T H R E E :  the creation of a ruling aristo
cracy of hireling chiefs.

F O U R : the removal from the land of 
all those who have no arable allot
ments, and their placing in settle
ments for the landless and the dis
possessed.

Under the ‘Bantustan’ policy the Nation
alist Government aim s to force more 
and more Africans back into the over- 
populated Reserves.

How ?

Africans are permitted to own only 12J 
per cent of the country’s land. The 
Government is not only blocking their 
acquisition of new released areas, but 
is reducing some of the present re
serves by group areas proclamations 
like those affecting Peddie, Fort Beau
fort, Victoria East, East London and 
Queenstown.

’From A
I t  has happened before, a f te r  all. F rom  

a few small fish four thousand people ate 
and w ere filled, and the rem ains still 
filled seven baskets. T here is no need 
for m ore land, argue th e  N ationalists. 
All th a t is necessary is th a t the reserves 
should support an  increased population.

The N ationalists propose to s ta r t  by a 
revision of the practices governing the 
holding of arable land. A ccording to  the 
Tomlinson Commission R eport an  A fri
can fam ily in the R eserves “requires, on 
the average, 52.5 m orgen of land to m ake 
a gross annual income of £70. (In  con
tra s t i t  ip estim ated th a t 500 m orgen is 
the minim um  to enable a  E uropean to 
engage in grain  production.) On the 
basis of this calculation the Reserves 
could carry  about half of th eir present 
number.

So already the Nationalist Government 
has issued instructions that married men 
who have no arable allotments should 
not be granted residential sites in the 
farm ing areas of the reserves. In addi
tion men who own stock and have no 
arable allotm ents are  being denied oppor- 
tuntiies to  re a r  and g raze stock on the 
com munal pastu rag e.

The Governm ent goes fu rth e r  and dis
possesses some peasants of the arable 
iilotm ents they hold if they  have net 
adequate m eans to w ork the land. Their 
allotm ents are tu rned  over to those who 
have sufficient m eans to w ork them . In 
this way the Government is hopeful that 
in time it will have developed a class of 
small scale farm ers who will concen
trate on farm ing. In time it expects to 
make a show piece of this class. This 
will be th e  answ er to  anyone who w ants 
to know  w h at progress apartheid has 
contributed in th e  developm ent of the 
reserves.

The m ore enlightened and  th e  com
paratively  w ell-to-do have n ot been slow

Few Small
to see th e ir  chances of acquiring m ore 
land. And the G overnm ent has an tici
pated th is hum an w eakness for acquisi
tion by dem anding m axim um  collabora
tion from  them , as i t  m akes prom ises of 
Increased crop yields from  extensive 
lands (n o t y et ob ta in ed ), and the crea
tion of a  closed m ark et for the disposal 
of th e ir fa rm  products.

The Chiefs

The Chiefs, w ithout whose p artic ip a
tion th e  ap arth eid  plan cannot w ork, are 
conscious of the im portance of th e ir role. 
And one of the f irs t m oves to  g e t from  
the G overnm ent more than  m ere pro
m ises of “v ast pow ers” , h as been to 
striv e  to g e t tangible m aterial gains. A 
resolution tak en  a t the 1958 session of 
the T ranskei T errito rial A uthority  reads 
thus:

“T h at a  special e x tra  allocation of 
arable land be m ade to  each chief and 
headm an, the b etter to enable him  to 
provide hospitality  w hich is expected 
from  him  by persons attending  m eetings 
called a t  his k raal for adm inistrative 
purposes.”

W hen the resolution w as referred  to a 
Select Com m ittee it w as am ended so 
th a t finally  it read  as follows:—

“T h at a  special ex tra  allocat’on of 
arable land be m ade to each chief and 
headm an in stabilised or reclaim ed areas 
as a  consideration for the ad d it:onal re
sponsibility and duties devolving upon 
them .”

I t  will be observed how th e Select 
Com mittee, w hich w orks under th e  guid
ance of a  N ative Commissioner, w ants 
to m ake the g ran tin g  of additional land 
dependent on the fulfilm ent of certain  
conditions. The main condition is that a 
chief or headman can only qualify for 
an extra allocation of arable land if he 
has seen to it that the residents of his 
location have accepted the soil reclama
tion measures.

The Government will clearly try to de-

Fish...'
fraud people with claims of economic 
progress. Any increase in output shown 
foi" the Reserves will be an increase per 
head of a considerably reduced popula
tion. As for the land barons who bene
fit from  th e scheme, these people, the 
Governm ent calculates, will ally them 
selves w ith it to defend interests ac
quired as a  privilege from  a “benevo
lent” Governm ent.

Settlements for the Landless

W hat is to happen to  th e  millions of 
people who, according to this arran g e
ment, a re  to  be throw n out of the farm 
ing areas in th e  reserves ? And w hat of 
the people the Governm ent endorses out 
of the u rb an  areas under influx control 
m easures ?

The N ationalists have announced w ith 
a  fan fare  of tru m p ets th a t th e  Govern- 
-o*»nt has earm arked  certain  sites fo'- 
ru ra l tow nships inside th e  reserves. The 
inhabitants of these tow nships will de
pend entirely on the earnings of the 
menfolk who are  to w ork in the indus
tries set up on the borders of the re 
serves.

In the original 1944 plan which was set 
out in a  G overnm ent W hite P aper called
—  “The New E ra" —  th e settlem ents 
w ere to be established n ear afforestation 
schem es to provide these w ith labour, 
and a t convenient spots along railw ay 
lines to  facilita te  tran sp o rt of labour to 
the m ines and o th er enterprises which 
w ere to  depend on th is highly mobile la
bour. The chief w eakness in these Sm uts 
G overnm ent plans was th a t they  did not 
offer any  group of A fricans a  stak e in 
the plans so th a t they would be actively 
interested  in th e ir  development.

The N ationalist G overnm ent has dress
ed up th is  plan  differently. I t  refers to 
these settlem ents as tow nships in whi 
will reside w orkers who will supply 
labour requirem ents of the small
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THE PROGRESSIVE PARTY AND THE VOTE
by L. BERNSTEIN

W hat is a  ‘responsible’ citizen ? This is th e  six ty -fo u r dol
la r  question which w a s  posed by th e  P rogressive  P a r ty  Con
ference  over a  y e a r  ago. w hen i t  cam e to  consider which 
South  A fricans should  be en title d  to  vote w hen th e  p a rty  
com es to  pow er. T he question w as referred  to  a  Com m is
sion presided over by D onald M olteno Q.C. and com prising, 
w e a re  inform ed by th e  p a rty 's  leader, J a n  S tey tle r, . . . 
m em bers em inent in m an y  fields . . . and som e of th e  coun
try ’s  m ost b rillian t constitu tional law yers."  I f  th is  un
gru d g in g  p raise  is well m erited, th e ir  com bined ta le n ts  
have proved incapable of rising  above th e  shallow  an d  Shod
dy levels of ty p ical w h ite  South  A frican  m uddle-headedness.

64 Dollar Question

T he extension of voting r ig h ts  is the c en tral question of 
South  A frican  politics. F ro m  i ts  inception, the P rogressive  
P a r ty  recognised th e  need for such extension. B u t to  w h o ? 
On th is  question th e  M olteno Com m ission's h an d s w ere, to 
som e extent, tied  in advance by th e  p a rty  conference, which 
rejected  th e  idea of universal ad u lt s u ffra g e. I t  se t th e  
Com m ission th e  ta s k  of defining only su itab le  qualifications 
which w ould "en title  a  South  A frican  to  be considered ‘re- 
spnsible’, a n d  hence w orthy  to vote on th e  com m on ro ll.” 
(S te y tie r ’s  su m m ary .) H ere  is w here th e  m uddle-headed
ness creeps in. Is  a n  illite ra te  ‘responsible’ ? I s  a  pauper 
‘responsible’?  H ow  does one judge w ith in  th is  res tric te d  and 
som ew hat academ ic fra m ew o rk ?

The Com mission, reasonably  enough, decided t h a t  the  
te s t  of ‘responsib ility’ in  voting  should be w h eth er th e  vote 
will be used to m ain tain  dem ocratic  institu tions. “W e have 
k e p t in  m in d ” th e y  rep o rt “ th e  g e n era l conditions w hich h is
torical experience indicates a re  likely  to  fav o u r th e  effec
tiv e  functioninng  of dem ocratic  in stitu tio n s .” F a i r  enough
—  if  tru e . B u t th is  leads only to  th e  n e x t problem ; w h a t is 
th is  historical ex p erien ce? I s  i t  fo r instance, th e  experi
ence of G erm any  in th e  tw en tie th  c e n tu ry ?  I f  so, th e  m oral 
is th a t  education is no g u a ra n te e  of the ‘effective fu n ctio n 
ing’ of dem ocracy; the b est educated population of Europe 
produced th e  w o rst excesses of d icta to rsh ip . I s  i t  th e  ex
perience of A m erica  in  o u r  tim e, w here  th e  m o st prosperous 
and h ighly-paid  n a tio n  provides som e of th e  w o rst exam ples 
of m ilitarism , h y s te r ia  and c o rruption  in  th e  se ats  of g o vern
m e n t?  P e rh a p s  —  since th is  is South  A fric a  —  i t  should 
be South  A fric an  h isto rical experience; ihere b o th  h ig h  edu
cational s ta n d a rd s  —  com pulsory fo r  vo ters  and coupled 
w ith  a  com paratively  h ig h  school-leaving age  —  a n d  h igh  
sta n d a rd s  of living —  a t  le a s t  fo r  v o ters  —  have b ro u g h t to 
pow er a  g overnm ent w hich effectively  s tifle s  th e  functioning  
of d em ocratic  institu tio n s.

Lip Service

T he M olteno C om m ission in  fa c t  relies on none of th is  
h isto rica l experience. I t  p ay s lip service to  experience, b u t 
quotes no experience of an y  c o u n try  w hatsoever. In stea d , 
i t  re p e a ts  —  an d  ta k e s  over a s  though  i t  is the gospel, an  
ex trem ely  pom pous, ex  c a th e d ra  s ta te m e n t by  M r. John  
S tra ch ey  —  one-tim e M osleyite, one-tim e rad ical socialist, 
one-tim e L a b o u r P a r ty  m inister, an d  now  heaven-only-know s- 
w hat.

“I t  is  foolish  a n d  u n fa ir  to  expect a  high degree of so
p h isticatio n  from  com m unities w hich h ave  n ot long pos
sessed a  re a l  m ea su re  of social w elfa re  an d  economic s ta 
bility  . . . W henever th e  s ta n d a rd  of life  of th e  m ass of 
th e  population  is below a  c e rta in  level of h u m an  w elfare  
. . . th e  m asses e ith e r  rem ain  in d iffe ren t an d  sub-political 
. . .  o r  th ere  w ill em erge a  p a rty  of to ta l  opposition —  in 
p rac tice  to d ay  a  com m unist p a rty .”

Vox S trachey , vox dei. T he C om m ission tak e s  over an d  
a d a p ts  th is  piece o f philosophical tw addle . “ Q ualifica
tio n s” I t rep o rts, “should  em brace th o se  elem ents o f th e  po- 
show n t h a t  th e  e n tire  w h ite  South  A frican  e lecto rate  h a s

sophistication  such  a s  to  enable them  to  feel su ffic ien t iden
tific a tio n  w ith  sociey a s  a  whole —  to  possess su fficien t 
‘s ta k e  in th e  co u n try ' —  n o t to  fall p rey  to  to ta l ita r ia n  illu
sions. T his is th e  only  rea l  te s t  of ‘civilisa tion’ t h a t  we c a n  
conceive o f.’’

Too Big A  Stake

So th en  w h a t is  th a t  ‘econom ic level’, a n d  t h a t  ‘d eg ree  of 
sophistication’ ?  B y  now  th e  C om m ission’s view s h av e  been 
w idely publicised. S ta n d ard  IV  education p lu s an  incom e of 
£25 p er m o n th  o r occupation of p ro p erty  w o rth  £500; a lte r 
n ativ ely  a  S ta n d a rd  V III  education; a ltern ativ ely , b a re  li te r 
acy  plus a n  incom e of £500 p e r  y e a r.*  H ere  is w h ere  re flec 
tion  on ‘h isto ric a l experience’ w a s  needed. I t  w ould h ave  
show n th a t  th e  e n tire  w h ite  South  A frica  n e le c to ra te  h a3  
a tta in e d  th is  degree o f sophistication  and affluence. I t  
would h ave show n t h a t  th e  overw helm ing m a jo rity  of o u r 
‘civilised’ e le c to ra te  h a d  fa llen  p rey  to  to ta lita r ia n  ideas. I t  
w ould have  show n t h a t  th is  ‘qualified’ e lec to ra te  h a s  elected  
a  P rim e  M inister, a  cabinet, a  se n ate  a n d  a  p a rliam e n t com 
m itte d  to th e  d e stru c tio n  o f dem ocratic  in stitu tio n s  a n d  p r a c 
tices, and based e n tire ly  on to ta lita ria n  —  b e tte r  fa s c is t  —  
principles. I t  w ould h a v e  show n t h a t  th e  ‘to ta lita r ia n  illu
sions’ of th e  m am  political rep rese n ta tiv e s  o f w h ite  South  
A fric a  do n o t arise  b ecause th e y  have too sm all a  s ta k e  xn 
th e  country, but because th e ir  s ta k e  is too  big, a n d  c a n  only 
be m ain tain ed  by  th e  colour-bar, by  cheap  non-w hite lab o u r 
a n d  by  ra c e  oppression, w hich  is th e  p a rtic u la r  S o u th  A frica n  
fo rm  of ‘to ta lita r ia n is m .’

Of th is  th ere  is  no  g lim m er in th e  whole re p o rt. A re  
th ese  people se rio u s?  O r is th e  whole th in g  a  g ig an tic  
h o a x ?  P e rh a p s  i t  is ju s t  t h a t  w hite  South  A frica n s cannot 
d a re  to  look a t  them selves fo r  a  m om ent w ith o u t blinkers; 
th ey  cannot d a re  to  look a t  rea lity , b u t h ave  to  fall back  on 
m ystical beliefs t h a t  ‘th e y  know  th e  n a tiv e’ w ith o u t h av in g  
to look a n d  stu d y . N o d oubt th e  C om m ission w ill p ro te s t  
th a t  th is  is  u n fair. L e us consider th e  r e s t  of th e  evidence.

“I n  th e  c ircum stances of S o u th  A fric a ” re p o rts  th e  
Com m ission, “w ith  i ts  considerable an d  developed W h ite  
m inority , non-W hite m ovem ents th u s  in sp ired  (b y  n a tio n 
alism . L».B.) can lea d  only  to  a  rac ia l c lash  w ith  u n p re 
dictab le consequences. F o r  non-W hite  n ationalism , fro m  
its  n a tu re , m u st seek  to  dom inate  th e  W h ite  m inority , 
ju s t  a s  W hite nationalism , fro m  its  n a tu re , m u st a n d  does 
seek to  dom inate th e  non-W hite m ajo rity ."

W here w ere th ey  looking w h en  th e y  produced  th is  im 
m u tab le  t r u t h ?  C erta in ly  n o t a t  S o u th  A fric a  o r  S o u th  
A frica n  rea lity . F o r  h e re  re a lity  th ro w s th e ir  reasoning  
back  in  th e ir  tee th . T h e re  is  no “m u st” a b o u t i t  a t  all. 
N on-W hite nationalism , in th is  c o u n try  has d istinguished I t
self fro m  m an y  o th e r  n a tio n a lism s —  an d  in  p a rtic u la r  fro m  
W hite, t h a t  is A frik a n e r  n atio n alism  —  by its  s te a d fa s t  re 
fu sal to  seek dom ination o ver w hites. T h ro u g h  th e  y e ars, 
th e  A frica n  N a tio n a l C ongress h a s  been th e  only su b stan tia l, 
larg e-scale  an d  p o p u lar voice of non-w hite nationalism ; i t  
ha s proclaim ed, over an d  o ver ag ain , th e  a im  o f non-w hite 
nationalism  h e re  —  equal r ig h ts  fo r  all S o u th  A fricans, 
equal r ig h ts  fo r  all n a tio n a l g ro u p s. I t  h a s  s e t  out, in  th e  
v e ry  f ir s t  p a ra g ra p h  o f th e  F reed o m  C h a r te r  “ T h a t South  
A frica  belongs to  all w ho live in  it, b lack  an d  w h ite .” On 
this policy it  h a s  m ad e itse lf, in  fac t, th e  voice of non-w hite  
nationalism .

W hy th e n  m u st non-w hite n atio n alism  seek  to  dom inate  
th e  w h ite  m in o r ity ?  B ecause  L u th u li a n d  th e  A.N .C. m u st 
inevitab ly  fa il  to  c a rr y  th e  m ajo r ity  of th e  A fric a n  p e o p le ?  
No; in  T a n g a n y ik a  N y erere  a n d  th e  N atio n a l U nion h ave 
proved i t  c an  be done. B ecause th e  A .N .C. h a s  stopped 
fig h tin g  fo r  i ts  p o licy ?  No; because even now, illegally , it, 

(C ontinued on page 20)

*  E ven  th ese  qualifications w ere ra ise d  by  th e  rec e n t P a r ty  
Conference.
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The Declaration of the 69 —  the gilt-edged S.A. Foundation cam paign  —  the 
United P a rty 's  activ ities overseas are  p a rt o f a move to shore up the sagg in g  

defences of

THE WHITE SUPREMACY LAAGER
A  new "peace with the Nationalists" 

offensive is being mounted by Big Busi
ness and the United Party.

The aim: a  solid E n glish-A frikaans 
bloc to  defend w h ite  para m o u n tcy  in the 
Union.

This is  c lear from :

1. The “ S ix ty  N ine” m ovem ent to  p ro 
m ote unity  betw een th e  tw o w hite  lan
guage groups.

2. A gilt-edged cam paign by th e  S.A. 
F oundation to  bring English and A fri
k a an s speakers  closer to g eth e r.

3. A ppeals by business leaders, such 
a s  Mr. L. Lulofs, president of th e  Fed
e rated  C ham ber of Industries, fo r  th e  
“ im m ediate elim ination”  of differences 
betw een th e  tw o E uropean sections.

4. T he United P a r ty ’s “ constructive” 
aid fo r  th e  N ationalists by negotiating 
overseas for Dr. V erw oerd's republic 
to  s ta y  in th e  Com m onw ealth.

A ll these m oves have a  com m on in 
spiration: to  fo rtify  th e  crum bling b a s
tion  of W h ite  ru le  while th ere  is still 
tim e.

T hey express  th e  sam e neurosis which 
breeds th e  “la a g e r  com plex” in the  N a 
tionalists . T his is  a  sense of isolation, 
th e  im pulse to  close ran k s , and to m obi
lise forces in th e  face  of m assive e x te r
nal and in te rn al p ressure .

Above all, these m oves reflect a 
realisation th a t  th e  rising tide  of non- 
W hite liberation im perils all who 
have a s ta k e  in th e  South A frican 
social and economic system .

Crisis Call

In  its  zero  h o u r crisis, th e  call h as 
gone o u t to  w hite  South  A frica: fo rg e t 
y o u r d ifferences, s ta n d  to g eth er, offer 
sacrifice  in  th e  cause of unity .

In political te rm s  th is  is a lread y  lead
ing to  an  appeasem ent of th e  N ational
ists  —  the acknow ledged cham pions of 
W hite  suprem acy.

U ltim ate ly  i t  could lead to  to ta l  s u r
ren d e r to D r. Verw oerd.

These indeed a re  D r. V erw oerd’s 
te rm s  fo r  “w hite  unity" —  his  jac k p o t 
w inning  referendum  slogan. Tw ice since 
O ctober 5 he h a s  declared: “W e shall 
n o t su rre n d e r  o u r principles fo r  u n ity .” 

W h eth er th e  new  appeasem ent phase 
will res u lt in to ta l  cap itu la tio n  is doubt
ful; fo r  th e  sake' of fo rm  d ifferences will 
be preserved.

Safe Climate

B u t i t  is ab u n d an tly  c le a r  th a t  busi
ness, m ining, in d u stry  a re  seeking  a  
m cdus vivencfi w ith  th e  N a tio n a lists  as 
a  basis  fo r  reducing political differences 
betw een th e  w hites and c re a tin g  a  sa fe r  
econom ic clim ate  fo r investm ent.

P ro sp erity  and th e  rem oval of “f ric 
tions” , sa id  M r. L . Lulofs, p resid e n t of 
th e  F .C .I., go  h an d  in hand.

“ The m ost im p o rta n t and essential 
step  to  be tak en  r ig h t now by all of 
us is th e  im m ediate  elim ination of the 
so-called differences which a re  a lle g 
ed to  ex ist betw een th e  tw o sections 
of our E uropean com m unity” , he told 
delegates representing  £2,200,000 of 
m an u factu rin g  industry.

South  A frica , h e  w arned, w ould h ave 
to  p rep a re  itse lf  fo r  a n  “agonising  p e ri
od", and to  w e a th er  s to rm s in the ne ar 
fu tu re .

F o r  M r. Lulofs, w hite  un ity  is not 
only essentia l fo r  prosperity , b u t also  to 
defend E u ro p ean  in terests.

T h a t th is  concept involved appease
m ent of th e  N a tio n a lists  is evident fro m  
the fa c t  t h a t  th e  F .C .I. —  so vocal a fte r  
Sharpeville  —  h a s  v irtu a lly  ceased  to 
critic ise  the G overnm ent.

The 69

B u t for a  rea l in sig h t into  th e  new 
alig n m en t betw een big  business and the 
N a tio n a lists  one h a s  to exam ine tren d s  
revealed by  th e  m ovem ent of th e  S ix ty  
N ine an d  th e  S.A . F o undation  —  tw o 
m ovem ents w hich lauched cam paigns 
im m ediately  a fte r  th e  referendum .

The 69 —  a  m ovem ent based  on the 
signing  of a  h igh  sounding D eclaration 
of B eliefs —  consists of financiers, busi
nessm en and in d u stria lists , as  well as  
high ran k in g  N ationalits.

A lthough it  c laim s to  be non-political, 
i ts  m ain  p lan k  is  t h a t  w hites  should ac
cept the republic.

To th is  end, b ilingual s tu d y  groups 
have been established th ro u g h o u t th e  
Union, to  prom ote  unity .

“ O ur p rim e aim ,” according to  M r. 
H. G oldberg, se cre ta ry  of the 69, and a 
U .P. right-w inger, "is th e  fo ste rin g  of 
w hite  unity ."

T h a t leading Broederbonders, like 
Dr. W. Nicol and Professor R auten- 
bach, principal of P re to ria  U niversity, 
should lead th e  69 is am ple proof of 
N ationalist endorsem ent fo r  th e  m ove
m ent.
Nor is th is  su rp risin g . The 69 are  

doing valuable propaganda fo r  th e  N a
tio n alists  in dam pening th e  forces of 
opposition —  such a s  those in N atal —  
ag ain st a republic.

Millionaire Foundation

Big B ro th er to  th e  69 is the “ M illion
a ire s  Club,” o r th e  S.A. F oundation, 
whose m em bers a re  w o rth  over £900 
m illion.

This body h a s also  its  h eavy  rep re
se n ta tio n  of h ig h  ran k in g  N atio n alists

ers, a  fo rm er M oderator of th e  D.R.C., 
— th re e  N a tio n a lis t H igh  Com m issioners, 
th e  p resid en t of th e  H an d elsin stitu u t, 
SA BRA  lead ers  a n d  others.

I ts  d ire c to r is South  A fric a’s  m ost 
sen ior N atio n a lis t jo u rn a lis t, M r. A. M. 
V an Schoor, w ho h a s  w orked  on the 
T ran sv a le r, V alerland, B u rg er an d  w as 
rece n tly  h ead  of SABC news.

I t  h as tw o objectives —  p ro m oting  
b e tte r  u n d e rs ta n d in g  a long  th e  tw o 
W hite g roups, an d  tellin g  th e  t ru th  
ab o u t S.A. overseas.

The F o u n d atio n  enjoys N a tio n a list 
p a tro n ag e  too, a s  c a n  be seen  fro m  the 
la rg e  n um bers of d irec to rs  of S ta te -  
financed  en terp rise s  w ho a re  a m o n g  its  
T rustees.

B u t i t  is  n o t only business w hich h a s  
rallied  to  defend th e  in te re s ts  of th e  
W hite  elite  a s  rep re sen te d  by  th e  N a 
tio n a list G overnm ent today.

The Opposition

T he U nited P a r ty  —  whose leader 
w as recently  leading th e  anti-republican  
forces, and refused to> accept a  republic 
under any c ircu m stan ces —  is now col
laborating  w ith th e  N atio n alists  in t r y 
ing to keep th e  republic inside th e  C om 
m onw ealth.

S ir  de V illisrs G ra a ff  a n d  o th er UJP. 
leaders flew  overseas im m ediately  a f te r  
the referendum  on a  d ip lom atic  m ission 
to persu ad e M r. M acm illan  n ot to  k ick  
th e  N a tio n a lists  out.

His am bassadoria l a c tiv itie s  on behalf 

of w hite South  A frica f it  into th e  sam e 

p a tte rn  a s  th e  e ffo rts  of business to  

unify  English and A frik a a n s  people.

B oth express  a  need to  prese rv e  th e
fo rtre s s  in ta c t  an d  to  shore u p  its
sag g in g  defences.

Y e t a n o th e r  a sp ec t of th e  sam e tren d  
is th e  p ressu re  fro m  SA BRA , th e  U n it
ed P a r ty  a n d  o th ers  for a  “new  deal” 
fo r  Coloureds.

T hey  a re  calling  fo r  th e  adm ission of 
Coloureds to  P a rlia m e n t in o rd er to  ally  
the 1,500,000 C oloureds to  th e  W hites.

A g a in  th e  inference  is clear: The 
sm all w h ite  com m unity  m u st be s tre n g 
thened by securing  th e  lo y alty  of th e  
“brow n A frik a n e rs ” —  a  te rm  w hich is  
becom ing popular.

T hese m oves to  consolidate th e  W hite 
la a g e r  a re  d an g ero u s because th e  price 
which an ti-N atio n a lis ts  a re  prepared  to 
pay is th e  sacrifice  of th e ir  opposition.

But how ever f a r  th e y  go, th ey  cannot 
succeed: th e  m ore W hite S o u th  A frica 
refuses to  abandon its  privileges, the  
s h a rp e r  its conflict is going to  be with 
thfe forces of th e  20th c entury .

T h ere  is no question which side will 
win.
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happened in C osta Rica. W hat resu lted  
fro m  C osta  R ica w as n o t a  condem na
tio n  of th e  U nited  S tates, o r the gov
ernm ent of th e  U nited S ta te s  —  and I 
do w ish  to  avoid a n y  m isunderstanding  
a b o u t o u r feelings: we reg a rd  the gov
e rn m en t of the U nited  S ta te s  and the 
people of th e  U nited  S ta te s  a s  tw o com 
pletely d iffe re n t en tities. The g o vern
m en t of th e  U nited S ta te s  w as n o t con
dem ned in  C osta R ica fo r the 60 over
flig h ts  by p ira te  a irc ra f t. The g o vern
m ent of the U nited  S ta te s  w as n ot con
dem ned fo r  th e  economic and o th er a g 
gression of w hich we h ad  been the vic
tim . No, th e  Soviet U nion w as con
dem ned. T h a t w a s really  b izarre . We 
had n ot been a tta c k ed  by the Soviet 
Union. W e h a d  n ot been th e  victim s 
of aggression  by th e  Soviet Union. No 

Soviet a irc ra f t  had flow n over our te r r i

tory . Y e t in  C osta R ica th ere  w a s a  

f inding a g a in st th e  Soviet U nion fo r in

terference.

The Soviet U nion only said  th a t, f i
g u rativ ely  speaking, if th e re  w as m ili
ta r y  aggression  a g a in st o u r co u n try  the 
Soviet U nion could support the victim  
w ith  rockets. Since w hen is support 
fo r  a  w e ak e r country, su p p o rt condi
tioned on a n  a tta c k  by a  pow erful coun
try , reg ard ed  as in te rfe re n c e ?  In  law  
there is som ething  called a n  impossible 
condition. I f  a  country  considers th a t  :t 
is incapable of com m itting  a  ce rta in  
crim e, th en  it  need only sa y  th a t  such a 
possibility is unheard  of. I f  th ere  is no 
possibility th a t  C uba will be a ttack ed , 
then th ere  is no possibility th a t  the 
Soviet U nion w ill support Cuba.

H isto ry  will judge t h a t  sad  episode in 
C osta  Rica.

M y people h ave learned in the school 
of these rece n t in ternational events 
T hey know  full well th a t, even though 
th e ir  r ig h t  to  vindication h as  been de
nied, even though  aggressive  forces are  
m arshalled  a g a in st them , they  still have 
th e  fin al and heroic resource of res is t
ing. E v en  w hen th eir  r ig h ts  a re  not 
g u a ra n te ed  by  th e  O rganisation  of 
A m erican S ta tes, they  can fight.

W e a re  a  whole people, firm ly  united, 

a  people w ith  a  revolu tionary  conscience, 

defending o u r rig h ts . T his should be 

w ritte n  in capital le tte rs  fo r  th e  e n e 

m ies of th e  revolution in  Cuba to  read 

clearly . F o r  if they  a re  still unaw are  

of th is  fa c t  they  a re  m ost lam entably  

m istaken .

The R evolutionary  G overnm ent, in  but 
20 m onths, h a s  c re a ted  10,000 new  school
room s. In  th is  b rief space of tim e, ws 
have doubled th e  num ber of ru ra l schools
—  schools th a t  h a d  been se t up  in  50 
years. In  th is  brief period of tim e, the  
R evolutionary  G overnm ent h a s  built 
25,000 houses in th e  ru ra l zones a n d  also 
in th e  urb an  a rea s . F if ty  new tow n
ships a re  being built in  th ese  m om ents. 
The m o st im p o rtan t m ilita ry  fo rtresses 
today  house tens o f th o u san d s of s tu d 
ents. In  th e  com ing y e ar, o u r co u n try  
intends to  s ta r t  i ts  g re a t  b a ttle  ag a in st 
illiteracy, w ith  th e  am bitious goal of 
teac h in g  every  single in h ab itan t of the 
c o u n try  to  rea d  and w rite. T hus, o rg 

a n isatio n s of teach ers, of s tudents, of 
w orkers, a re  g oing  o ut— th e  e n tire  peo
ple is  p rep a rin g  itse lf  fo r  an  intensive 
cam paign  to  w ipe out illiteracy.

Today o u r people a re  receiving th e  a s 
sistance  of hundreds of doctors who 
have been sen t o u t to  th e  field to  f ig h t 
a g a in st th e  endem ic sicknesses, wipe out 
p a ra s ite s  and im prove th e  s a n ita ry  con
ditions of the n ation . W e have plan ted  
close to 50,000,000 trees.

Y ouths who w ere unem ployed, w ho 
w ere unlettered , h ave  been organised  by 
th e  R evolutionary  G overnm ent a n d  to 
day a re  being gainfu lly  a n d  usefu lly  em 
ployed by the country , and a t  the sam e 
tim e th e y  a re  being p rep ared  fo r  p ro 
ductive w ork. W e have increased  our 
a g ric u ltu ral production, because, f ir s t  of 
all, th e  R evolutionary  G overnm ent tu rn 
ed m ore th a n  100,000 a g ric u ltu ra l w o rk 
e rs  into  landow ners, and a t  th e  sam e 
tim e preserved  th e  large-scale  produc
tion by m eans of a g ric u ltu ral co-opera
tives.

A t th is  m om ent, th e  R evolutionary  
G overnm ent is c a rry in g  o u t a  p ro g ra m 
m e of in d u stria lisa tio n  of th e  country, 
and th e  f ir s t  p lan ts  a re  a lrea d y  being 
built in  Cuba.

W e h ave  reaso n ab ly  a n d  sensibly u t i
lised th e  resources of m y country . P re 
viously, for exam ple, $35,000,000 w orth  
of ca rs  w ere im ported in to  Cuba, and 
$5,000,000 w orth  of tra c to rs . W e have 
tu rn e d  th is  frac tio n  upside down, and 
now  w e a re  im porting  seven tim es m ore 
t ra c to rs  th a n  autom obiles.

In  view  of th e  trem endous re a lity  of 
underdevelopm ent, th e  g overnm ent of 
th e  U nited  S ta te s  now  com es o ut w ith  a  
p lan  fo r  social developm ent (elsew here 
in L a tin  A m e ric a ). N a tu ra lly  i t  is 
som ething t h a t  i t  is  concerning itself 
w ith  som e of th e  problem s of L atin  
A m erica. T hus f a r  it  h as not cared  very 
m uch. Is  it  n o t a  coincidence th a t  now. 
a t  th is  ju n ctu re , i t  is  w orried  about 
th ese  p ro b lem s? I s  th e  fa c t  t h a t  this 
concern h a s  em erged a fte r  th e  C uban 
revolution purely  co in cid en tal? Surely 
th ey  will label it  as  a  coincidence.

W hy does th e  U n ited  S ta te s  go v ern 
m en t not w ish  to  sp eak  of econom ic de
velopm ent ? T he an sw er is  clearcut. 
Because th e  g overnm ent of th e  U nited 
S ta te s  does n o t w a n t to  q u a rre l w ith  
th e  m onopolies, and th e  m onopolies need 
n a tu ra l resources. T hey need in v est
m en t m a rk e ts  for th e ir  c ap ita l. T h at 
is th e  paradox.

The case  of C uba is  th e  case of all 
underdeveloped countries. I t  is, a s  if 
w ere, th e  case of the Congo; i t  is  like 
the  case  of E gypt, of A lgeria, of W est 
Irian; i t  is  like th a t  of P a n am a , which 
w ishes to  have its  Canal; i t  is like th a t  
of P u e rto  Rico, w hose n atio n al sp irit 
they  a re  destroying; like  t h a t  of H on
duras, a  portion of whose te rr ito ry  has 
been ta k e n  aw ay. In  short, a lthough  we 
have n ot m ade an y  reference  specifically 
to  o th er countries, th e  case  of C uba is 
th e  case  of all th e  underdeveloped colo
n ial countries.

T he problem s w hich w e h ave  been 
describing in rela tio n  to C uba apply  p e r
fectly  well to  all of L a tin  A m erica. The

control of L a tin  A m erican  econom ic r e 
sources by  th e  m onopolies —  which, 
w hen th e y  do n o t d irectly  own th e  m ine3 
and ta k e  ch a rg e  of th e  w o rk in g  of them , 
as  in  th e  case of copper in  Chile, P e ru  
a n d  M exico an d  in  th e  case  of zinc in 
P e ru  and M exico, as  w ell a s  in  th e  case 
of oil in V enezuela —- w hen  th is  con
tro l is  n o t exercised d irectly  i t  is  be
cause  th ey  a re  th e  ow ners of th e  public 
service com panies, w hich is th e  case  w ith  
th e  electric  services in A rg en tin a , B ra 
zil, Chile, P e ru , E cu ad o r an d  Colombia, 
or of th e  telephonic services, w hich is 
th e  case  in Chile, B razil, P e ru , V enezu
ela, P a ra g u a y  an d  Bolivia. Or, if th ey  
do n o t exploit our products, a s  is  the 
case  w ith  coffee in  B razil Colom bia, E l 
Salvador, C osta  R ica an d  G u atem ala, or 
w ith  th e  exploitation, m a rk e tin g  an d  
tra n sp o rta tio n  of b a n a n a s  by  th e  U n it
ed F r u it  C om pany in G uatem ala, C osta 
R ica  and H onduras, or w ith  cotton in 
M exico a n d  B razil, t h a t  econom ic con
tro l is  exercised by N o rth  A m erican  m o
nopolies of th e  m o st im p o rta n t indus
trie s  of th e  country, dependent com 
plete ly  on th e  m onopolies.

W oe betide th ese  c ountries  on th e  day 

w hen th e y  too shall w ish  to  c a rry  o ut 

a g ra r ia n  refo rm ! T hey  w ill be ask ed  

fo r  im m ediate, e fficien t a n d  ju s t  p a y 

m ent. A nd if, in sp ite  of every th ing , 

th e y  c a rry  o u t a g ra r ia n  reform , th e  r e 

p resen tativ e  of a  S is te r  n a tio n  who 

com es to  th e  U nited  N ations w ill be con

fined to  M an h attan ; th ey  will n o t r e n t  

hotel space  to  him; in su lts  will be p o u r

ed upon him  an d  he m ay  even, possibly, 

be m is trea te d , in  fac t, by  th e  police 

them selves.
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The Progressive Party and the Vo te  (cont. from  p. 3)

ca rrie s  on the  f ig h t fo r  i ts  line a g a in s t  th e  bought opponents 
in th e  B a n tu  A uthorities, a g a in s t  th e  N a tio n a list h ire lings of 
a p arth e id  an d  a g a in s t  th e  Johnny-com e-lately  P a n -A frican ist 
C ongress. B ecause th e  fa c t  of South A frican  w hite  rac ia l
ism  m u st inevitab ly  tu rn  th e  non-w hites to  counter rac ia l
is m ?  No; because an  in creasin g  n u m ber of w hites  have 
tak e n  up th e  f ig h t a g a in s t  w hite  racialism , and proclaim  
th e ir  su p p o rt fo r  non-w hite  liberation  and th u s  th e ir  f i t 
ness to  live a s  equals and p a rtn e rs  in  a  South  A fric a  w here 
th e  m ajo rity  of votes a re  c a st by  non-w hites.

Starting Point

T here is only one reason  fo r  th e  C om m ission's blind in sis
tence t h a t  h isto ry  m ust w ork  to  d efeat th e  policy of black- 
w hite  co-existence in  freedom . T h a t is  because only thus 
can th ey  su p p o rt th e ir  own conclusion th a t  ‘qualifications’ 
fo r vo tin g  d a re  n o t be s e t  so low  a s  to  enfranchise  th e  whole 
ad u lt population. T he Com mission se ts  th is  down as its 
conclusion; but in reality  it is th e  sta rtin g  point. W h eth er 
th ey  a re  conscious of i t  o r not, th is  is th e  process of th e  
Com m ission’s reasoning.

Minority and Majority

So, too, on th e  second ta s k  se t th e  Com m ission by  the 
P a r ty  conference —  “To prom ote m ean s of p ro te c tin g  th e  
various racia l g ro u p s in our co u n try  fro m  dom ination, and 
to  ensure  th is  fo r  all tim e.” In  Cloud-Cuckoo L and, no 
doubt, th is  w ould m ean  sa fe g u a rd in g  m inority  r ig h ts. B ut 
th is  —  did  th e  Com m ission recall th e  fac t  ? is  South  A frica. 
The f ir s t  question h ere  is  n o t th e  sa fe g u a rd in g  of th e  r ig h ts  
of m inorities, b u t th e  estab lish m en t of the  r ig h ts  of th e  m a
jo rity . U ntil th e  m ajo rity  of the South  A frican  people have 
voting  and political r ig h ts, th ere  a re  no m inority  r ig h ts  to 
sa fe g u a rd . B u t th is  brings us b a c k  to  th e  question of voting 
rig h ts . W ill th e  C om m ission's proposals in fa c t  give the 
m ajo rity  of th e  population a  m ajo rity  of v o tes?

“ As a  m a tte r  of fa c t” th ey  say  in  self explanation, “ the 
recom m endations a s  to  qualifications have been m ade 
w ithout any evidence a s  to  the num bers of persons of the 
various n atio n al groups w ho w ould in itia lly  be en fran ch is
ed. A ssum ing  how ever, th a t  W hite v o ters  w ould in itia lly  
be in th e  m ajority , th e  m inority  s a fe g u a rd s  (p roposed ) 
should effectively  p ro te c t th e  non-W hite peoples a g a in s t  
d iscrim ination  o r oppression.”

C uriouser a n d  curiouser. T he m inority  sa feg u ard s should 
effectively  p ro te c t th e  m a jo rity  of th e  population a g a in s t  the

m a jo rity  r ig h ts  of th e  m inority . A re  th ey  s e rio u s ?  I s  i t  
rea lly  n ecessary  to  consider in d e ta il th e  “m in o rity  sa fe 
g u a rd s ” proposed, an  e laborate ly  elected S en ate  in  w hich 
every  S en ato r w ould have to  g a in  a  p ortion  of th e  votes of 
all races in h is  constituency, w hen th is  m uddle-headed fo r
m ulatio n  is  its  b a s is ?

In  ju stic e  to  th e  Com m ission, le t  m e add t h a t  th e y  too saw  
the dilem m a in to  w hich  th is  ty p e  of reaso n in g  w as leading 
them . T hey t ry  to ta lk  th e ir  w ay  o ut of it: “ I t  is  im pos
sible to  have  co n stitu tio n al s a fe g u a rd s  fo r  individuals or 
groups o r both, and, a t  th e  sam e tim e, to  give fre e  re in  to 
th e  “dem ocratic” m ajo rity  principle. F o r  th e  l a t te r  principle 
is  the a n tith esis  of th e  fo rm e r and au to m atic a lly  d efea ts  i t .” 
Unconvincing, even to  th e  C om m ission itself; fo r  having  
sa id  it, th ey  im m ediate ly  em b a rk  on th e  ta s k  of providing 
individual and gro u p  sa fe g u a rd s, by producing a  Bill of 
R ig h ts  w hich th e y  seek to  h ave  en trenched  in th e  South  
A frican  constitu tion . H ere  is  th e  m o st va lu ab le  and im 
p o rta n t contribu tion  m ad e by th e  Com m ission.

The Bill of R ig h ts  is  th e  P ro g re ssiv e  P a r ty  co u n ter to  the 
F reedom  C h a rte r  of th e  C ongresses. In  an o th e r  a rtic le  a t  a  
la te r  date , I  hope to  com pare  th ese  tw o docum ents section 
by section; th ey  show  som e rem ark ab le  s im ila ritie s  —  b ut 
also  som e rem a rk ab le  d ifferences. B u t th e  m o st sig n ifican t 
difference is this. In  th e  Bill of R ig h ts  th e re  is  no r ig h t  to  
vote, no r ig h t to  s ta n d  fo r  o r  be elected  to  an y  s ta te  o r  gov
e rn m e n t body! H ere, in th is  v ita l field, in  th e  v e ry  cen tre  
of South  A frica n  politics, th e  d ilem m a of th e  P ro g ressiv e  
P a r ty  rev eals  itself. I t  is  try in g , desperately , to  have its  
cake and e a t it; to  uphold dem ocratic  in stitu tio n s  w hile r e 
jec tin g  th e  basic dem ocratic  concept of th e  r ig h t  to vote; to 
s a feg u ard  fu n d am en tal civic r ig h ts  w hile denying th e  only 
r ig h t w hich can b rin g  those  s afeg u ard s  into  operation.

The rep o rt is a  classic  piece of South  A fric an  m uddle- 
headedness. A nd y e t i t  does a  service. I t  opens up fo r  s e ri
ous discussion am o n g st th e  w hite  e le cto rate  th e  question of 
a n  a lte rn a tiv e  electoral sy ste m  to  th e  d a rk  d ic ta to rsh ip  of 
D r. V erw ord. I t  ra ise s  fo r  consideration —  and sooner o r 
la te r  i t  m ust be considered by  th e  whole d e m ocratic  m ove
m en t —  th e  question of m in o rity  rig h ts , w hich will becom e 
a  real problem  a f te r  th e  f ir s t  question  of se cu rin g  m ajo rity  
r ig h ts  h as been won. I t  ra ise s  a fre s h  th e  question of legal 
g u a ra n te e  —- b u t not th e  m o st im p o rta n t question  of politi
cal s tru g g le  fo r  —  basic h u m an  r ig h ts  fo r  all South  A fri
cans. P e rh a p s  now  t h a t  th e  door h a s  been opened on th ese  
m a tte rs , a  r a y  of lig h t m a y  be shed  by o th er  m inds to  l ig h t 
up  th e  m aze in to  w hich th e  C om m ission h a s  led th e  P ro g re s 
sive P a rty .
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