





ON THE DOCUMENT ¢ "STAY AT HOME, A CRITICAT DISCUSSICH. ISSUED BY™
THE ! SOCTALLIST LBAGUE OF AFRICA.'M

et e Ao

This document starts off as a discussicn cf the gonsral etrike as a means of u_ywﬁdﬁ;

a struggle. 1t has two quotations, cns from a CGerman papsr, Neue Zeit, the

othier from a PAC skokesmgne The German guotation (the pericd is not given) ,,“17
says the general etrike tactlic is only of major valus when "1t is the openi mg I
move in a general rising.V The PAC mon says thet the gereral strike will ﬂﬁ$*
bring the "whole strtictiire falliing down.! One might thP theovght that the ‘
docunent would proceed to discuss the contradiction between these two theses,

but it dees not do sos Most of it is devoited to a wmotted version of the

history ¢f the national liberation movement since the second world war.

It ig in resding this "history" that we see the olbﬁhi1“ance ‘of the subtitle —=-
"A Critical Discussicn". The slant glven is consistently "eritical"™. The
Congress leadership is described on various puages as

tyscillating! (1950 dealing with the May day strike)

e middle class leadership which piaces no reliar
masses! (1952, the defiance cumpuaign)

"The class composition of the leadership has led 4t to prefer
methods of moderation at every uud”ooo rcfleptlng tne
meed of the most congervative elements of the middle class,
They have kept away from mass ct;on wherever pessible and

@

have preachsd a strictly pacifistic 'non-viclence'.s They
prefer the methods of ConClLidbiﬂﬂ and negobtiation.n .

(195L4-56, Congress of the People and Freedom Churtsri.)
"tut of contact with the new mocd in Johannesburg.. falled t
give any real zuidance =.. eager to compromise’ (Alexandra
bus boycott, 1957.)
TComplete lack of initlative in prov1din€ a 1sad ... unable %o
cffer a sclution and direction out of fuciicnal bickering,.M
"Over-enthusiastich (both 1957, )
Mhe (women's anti-pass compailgn) was suddenly called off by the
national leadership oo we can only asgume *hmc Congress was
not prepared o embark on a militant struggle over this issus.l

0
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(1957, women's anti-pass campaien
iThe leadership of Congress had transformed an essentially working
class campaien into a broad political front and placed at the

fere a false sloganee. The ANC refused to put its name to the

s bay~at~home..s April 15 was a conplete flagcOess
An ANC official called off the whole cumpaign which was

; SCheduled for 3 days." (1958, general elecslon stay-uu~homea)

e must stute expilcitly thot tney (the peasante) have never besu
organised by Congiessc.s and that these events tock the ANC
by surprise.i (Zeerust and Sekhukhuneland disturbances, 1053)

FFrom the beginning this campaign czn only be described as phoney =
bocuvse there was no campaign,M (Ant ~Pagyg Campaign, lj)j.)
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% 48 not only the national leadership of the ANC which falls under the lagh
of the "Soclalist Leage of Africad" We are told that SACTU "mede 1littie effert
to explain the reascns for failure! (o¥ the 1958 stmy~un~home).
Some e

.




.~ 2 -

Some of the bltterest epithets are reserved for "a group inside Congress
who profsss to be Maexists:"  This group we are told

Nooncealed all their idesas behind the front of democratic

Maever 1 ndent rolec... cpportunistically

o hind talk of national unity,
rugzles, etceo.. Surrendered

thw h“”kll 1 to the merey of a middie-—class

leadsrship and abdicated the right of the worker to

his own indeg ad@ent organisationese

4 cligue of careerists who sully the name of Communism,”

Most of the document under review, over niwm-tenths of 1it, ccnsigts of this
version of "the past pyrlod of South Africazn history.t A better or
rather mors accurate heading for the whele thing world be "An Attack on
the Congress Leadership.m

Of course it is perfectly in order for criticisms %o be made of the
Congress alllance. . Any public orgunisations must expect criticisms.
But when criticisms are made of a national liberation movement by
people who profess to be in sympathy with its aims - more, who even
claim to be sccialiists - cne is entitied %o expsct something more than
mere name-calllng anil whelesale condemnation. Otherwise the critics
mey lay themselives cpen to serious charges of malice and disruption.

This is particularly the cuse under present conditions in South Africa
where the organisation mainly criticised, the A4.8.C., has been banzned
and driven underground, and its leaders jallied, restricted from public
activity, in exile or facing a charge of high treason, and otherwise

precluded from eaguging in debate.

It 1s possible that in making such an unfulr attack on the Congress
alllance, the Sccialist TLeagus of Africa relies on Tthe hope 1ts
reuaders ere young people, or persons not well versed in the history of
the national liberation movement. But they should not presume %00

neh on the supposed ignorance of thelr :saders.

i

-

e record of the African National Congress and its allies, afier all,
not a private affalr. In broud outline, it is a matter of public
knowledge, of congider.ble pride to the people of South Africa, ani of
admiration throughout the world. Surely thoss who wread this travesty
oresentad by the S,L.8: cannot help asking themselves, after rsading
the sorry reccrd of blunders, aud worae, committed by "the mcst con-
gervative elements of the middle cluss,’ how 1t comes aboubt that thig
gelirgane leadsvehip hagz:
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x won the respect of all decent pecple, at home and abroad, by
its courageous campsigns in the teeth of a vicious autocracy?

? ] x adopted ecses
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‘? x adopted a Frogramme (the Fresdom Charter) far in advance of
3 that of any TETI0nul liberation movement outside the
socialist countries and Guinea, which even the highly biaseed
critics of the 8¢le.a. have to conceds, grudgingly enough, as
Nof a ralical characlter ... readily accepied by Soclalists.h?

pynlon organisaticns which has withstood every effort of the

x built an alliance of national libveration, demcecratic and tradel. Qp&ﬁacaﬁ&
reactlonary rullng classes to destroy or disrupt 1t?

i)

X consistently followed a line of policy, at home and in
international affairs, which has bluntly rejecled Red-baiting
and anti-Communism, and stood up for consistent democracy
and world peace?

Of course it would be ridiculous to pretend that in the past ten years of
many-side activity and struggle all over South Africa the African National
Congress and its comrades—in-battle have not made any mistakes, The

only pecple who make no mistakes are those who never do anvthinggo»exceptdﬁ4ébe
criticige, DBut even %to one who knows little of the facts, the pleture of"]““s""ﬁ-
the Congress leaders, whose uncompromising and unylelding struggles

against apartheid and white baasskap have made them the symbol of the

South African Resistance - and the chief victims of Nationalist persecu-—

tion ~ this picture of timid middle-class, conservative "compromisers and
conciliators!, of moderate pacifists, shrinkineg fiom mass action, as

presented by the S€.L.A., is too much at variunce with the facts for even

the most naive newcomer to South African politics to swallow. The malice

1s too Dblatanty the distortion too gross.

It weuld be tedious to recount all the departures from truth and dis-
tortiong of history which uppear in this document. We may content
ourselves, here, with a few examples.

(1) Moy Doy, 1950. -
We are tola that "the ANC now under new leadership, called
cn the people c¢f Johannesburg to obgerve May let 1950 as a
day of protest and stay-ot-homs...f
The document hag just said that the ANC had, under Youth
League influence, elected a new leadership. The impression
ig given that 1t is this new leadership which called the
May day 1950 strike, though why it was then limited to
Jojannesburg is not expluined. The facts:
(a) The May day 1950 striks was not callsd by the N.E.C. of
Ccngress bubt by a united front committes, representing:
The ANC (Transveal)
The Trensvaal Iadian Congress
The Johannesbturg District Comrittee of the C.¥.S.4.
The Transvaal Council of Non-European Trade Unilons.

% ; i/ (b) 02t een
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(b) The Youth Ieazue did not support the strike but actively
opposed it. :

(¢) It was not a mere protest strike, but called around positive
demands. including abolition of passes; higher wages, land,
and voter for all,

(d) It was net called as 4 Ustay-at-home'.® Originally it was
planned s a day of a great central demonstration to be
held in Jchasnssburg. The demonstration was only called off
in the fwet of a ben on all mestings by Swart, coupled with
a massivi police mobilisabtilon,

(e) This bar was *mposed before May Doy, and not as the document
states, «fic: the Muy Day shootings == which, incidentally,
took place muinly in Alexandra, not in Scphiatown, as stated.

Now, in any seriocus discussion of the genernl strike in South Africa,
Moy Day is of absolutely seminal importance. It was the first
succesetul use of this weapon by the non-white working class, combined
with a hartal by Indlan and other non-White shopkeepers. It had a
profound effect on the Yough Ieaguers, who proved thut they had the
sincerity and flexibility of outlook thorouchly to absorb and learn From

_this lendmark in our history. It marked a dlalectical leap forward in

the development of the unitedr front—-in-uction which revolutionary
democrats and soclalists T3 flis country had lone been advocating and
working for, und which, ir:d%he shape of the Congress Alliance, has since
written so many glowing chapters in the history of - this country.

One would expect thut a 10,000-word "discussion' on this theme would

have more to say about May Day, 1950 thun a cursory parazraph filled
with gross inuaccuracies and vitul omissions. If these were dus merely

to ignorance or sloppy scholurship, ons might content oneself with the
comment thet the 'Sociulist Leazue of Africa' should get down to soms
diligent research before committing its lack of knowledge to paper.

But, in the context of what amounts to a lengthy "indicbment! of the
beople's leaders of South Africa, the S.T.A. cannot get away with a minor
charge of ignorance. These ars deliberate falgifications.

(2) June 26, 1950.

"The ANC called for a new protest and June 26, 1950, was set aside
as a day of mourning for the dead. Once again the people of the
Witwatersrand responded, ande.. there wes a large-scale stoppage
of work, However the response was uneven and demonstrated that
Congress was orgunised only in isolated townsce.® :

Again the treatment of this historic strike, which differed from
May Day because the cill was this time & national ons to the
whole country, is so cursory as to constitute & most serioung
digtortion. 5
(a) It was not the ANC ulone which called the strike, he
decision was taken at a national smergency meseting,
convened by the ANC, and comprising the National
Executives of: 2 \
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The African Nutional Congress

The Communist Party of South Africa
The $9.4.Indian Congress

The African Pecple's Orzanisations

(b) e expression Tealled for a new protest! ignores the immed-
late cause of the protest - the Suppression of Communism Act
then a Bill before Pirliament,

Now a goocd deal mors could be said about the shoddy way in which
this document deals with the 1950 Freedom Duy strike,as, for that mat-
ter with every other historical event which it touches on. But it will
be more useful to pause at this stage, to consider the pattern that is
beglmming to emergs from the S.T.A. statement, and the Teasons which

ie behind its remarkable omissions and distoriions.

The Suppression of Communism Act one would imazihe would be of
more than passing interest to eny socialist. It is a riece of Nation-
alist blanket lezislation, and has seriously hampered and injured not
only Communists but all opponents of race discrimination. Under it
even such doughty believers in, and practicers of,capitalism as Dr,
Morcka huve been convicted of "Communism!,

But there 1s no doubt that the main target of ths Act was the
Communist Party of South Africa, the revolutionary socialist orzanis—
ation which for thirty years hud fousht in the vanguard of the workers!?
and democratic strugsle in this country, and which was dissolved upon
the third reading of the Act in Purllaments. In terms of this luw the
mere advocacy of Murxian socialism is made a criminal offence,pun—-
ishable with up to ten years in juil,

Why doee thls Socialist Leasue not mention that the 1950
Fresdom Day strike was called by the ANC together with the Communist
Parly azuinst this very Act 7

Is 1% not because this very fuct destroys at one blow the
whole picture wiich the document is trying to precent of the Ceagress
leadership ag a typilcal bourgeois-n&tionulist,right~wing,"conservative"
movement, afrald of mass action? Where in the world has one ever
found such a leadership joining with the Comntnists to call the masses
into strike action in defence of the Purty of the working clacs?

The writer of this "eritical discussion" is obvious v not
concerned with presenting a true or balanced picture, but with his own
gpecial version for his own speciul purpose. And if historical facts
do not fit in with his version... 'then, so much the worse for the factse!

Agaln, we must note thut, as in the case of May Day, the
writer hus omitted to mention that it was not Congzress alone which called
the 195C June 26 zeneral strike, but that it marked a further important
gtage in the zrowth of the united front. This omission, also, is nct
accidental, We shall deal with its significance presently. Bubt let us
turn, for the moment, to the treatmegt g5 A / (1)
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(3) The Defiance Campaien of 1202
The Defiunce Cumpalgn of 1952 isllabellad_and identified as
paosive vosistance.! The assvaptlion is made that its aims, outlovk and
methods were identical with those of Gandhi in India, based on hig own
philosophy and that of Tolstoy. On the bisis of this bland assumption,

the document then proceeds to stute:

"Passive resistance stéms from the religious philosophy that
there can be a moral awakening of the rulers, and it calls in effect for
negotiations und concessions that exclude the broad mass of the people.
As such it is a cluss tool of a particular str.tum of the oppressed -
and we must clearly designate a class that thinks this way as being the
aspiring bourgeoisie.! -

hgain:  "The tactlc assumes that 1% can lead o a change of heart on the
part of the ruling class.!

And the writer cites Palme Dutt on Gandhi's movement in In@ia, as saying

that it (passive resistunce) "served as & means of tyins down or
restraining the mass movement of workers and peasants.!

In identifying the 1953 cumpain of defi.nce of unjust laws with Gandhi -
and passive resistunce, the document under review commits the szme dblunder
ag the bourgeois liberul Professor Leo Kuper in his book "Passive
Resistance in South Africa." Both are completely unjustified. It is no
doubt true that some of the Nutal Indian Conzress leaders who took part

in the campaign were followsrs of Gandhi. But the character, content and
aims of the cumpaign were conpletely new and different from those of the
clagsical "Gundhi-ite" concept of satyasraha.

Nowhere in any of the officiul stutements of the campaign (a good collection
of which has been ussembled in Kuper's book) is the term "pagsive
resistance! used. This was obviously not accidental but deliberate.

Nowhere in any stutement or document of the campaisgn is there the slightest
foundation for any assumption thet the uim was to change the hearts or the
moral character of South Africa's ruling classes. In fact the aim was very
different.

The purpose of Gandhi's volunteers was to zo to erison, in the belief
that their suffering and sacrifice would in 1tself effect changes.

The purpose of the defiance volunteers wus o break the laws, in their
belief that their example would inspire a spirI% of defiunce and
resistance among the masses.

Hence while in India volunteers pleaded guilty and gladly accepted prison
sentences, in South Africa they pleaded not guilty and vizorously defended
themselves, using the courtroom as & forum to attack the wicked and unjust
laws against which they were fichting.

! Y
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In fact, the 1952 defiance campalgn was not a carben copy of Gandhi's
tactics at all, but a brilliant new, specifically South African method of
action, designed to fit the specific needs of the COcngress movement in
this country in the circumstances that prevuailsd in 1952.

Tt ia characteristic of the "gociulist" doctrinaire that he likes %o
consider "methods of strugszle! in the abstract, without consideration of
the complex and infinitely varied circumstances, conditions and needs of a
real mass movement operating in a real world. It is absolutely

irrelevant to quote what Palme Dutt wrote about the Indian passive
resistence cumpaigns of the twenties and thirties as a stick to bsat the
completely different South African campaign of the fifties.

We cannot leave this section of our commentary without drawing attention to
a remarkable contribution to socialist theory on the part of the "Soclalls®
Toague of Africa." They have discovered a new clags — the "aspiring bour-
geoisie." This is, clearly, & "class" of people who are not capitalists but
would like to be capitalists. -

Now it is well known that there are individval workers, professionil
people or peasants who "aspire" to be socialist theoreticians.

But the term "class! is well established (and very important) in

scientific socialist usage. It means something guite specific, and com-
pletely unrelated to individuul aspirations or any other subjective factor.
We have workers, peasants, capitalists and certein intermediate groups.

yThair class is defined not by their feelings or how they vote in

electicnsg, but by their relationship to the means of production and to
other classes in soclety. If a man owns a factory and makes his living by
employing workers and extracting profit from their labour-power, he is a
capitalist, and even if he is an active supporter of the labour movement
he remains a capitaliste If a4 man owns nothing but his labour power and’
has no means of livelihood but to sell this to an employer then he is a
worker, and remalns a worker even if he longs to be a factory-owner and
votes for the Nationalist Pariy.

In inventing a ”blass“ of M"aspiring bourgeoisie, the "8:L.A." is therefore
guilty of a gross theoretical blunder. It is not difficult $o see the
chain of false reasoning that has led them into this blunder.

First they start by wrongly equating "defilance campaign® with Upassive -
resistance's Secondly, their mechanical and doctrinaire view of

Marxist theory leads them to the proposition "passive resistance is the
weapon of the bourgeoisie.? Now they are dyinsg to adu the third part, the
ccnclusion, to this chain of bogus "logie" - namely, "therefore the
leadsership of the African Natlional Congress is bourgeois.”

Bat herey unluckily for them, they bump up againgt well-known hard facts.
African capitaligts play a very small part, either in the economy or the
politics of this country. The reason is obvious: the privileged White
group has greedily seized a monopoly of every position of economic
advantage in the country, in in dustdy, land, mining, commerce, etc.,

/ extending .ees
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extendinz even to professlons and skilled work. There is only a handful of
small-scale Africun businessmen and they are too busy battling to covercome
the innumerable disadvantages in their path to have emerged as anything
like a gerlous political force. As for the petty bourgeois African shop—
keepers in the townships, battling with their one-man or family businesses,
many sre no doubt geed Congress members, but it would be absurd to pretend
that elther as individuals or as a class they exsrcise any predominating
influence on Congress policy. (If they did, they would be far more likely
to back the PAC brand of ruce-chauvinism - "Africans buy from Africans! -~
than the broad non-racialism of the ANC.) ;

Neither in policy nor in composition, can ths ANC leadership be described
as "bourgeois", as the "SLAM want to lubel them,; without offending aguinst
the well-known South African fucts of life. Indeed, one would be hard put
to it to find any but the tiniest number of Africans whose economic status
and 1iving standards do not fall well below those of practically all Whites,
including wage «nd salary earners.

When Comrade Dutt spoke of the bourgeois character of the satyagraha
movement, he had in mind the greut industrial mounopoligts such as Birla and
Tata who, as was well known, buacked Gundhi and Gandhism in the Indian
National Congress. But no such group can be pointed to in South Africa.

That 1s why the MSoci.list Teague of Africa® had to invent a new fclass!
the "aspiring bourgeoisie, to adopt subjective instead of objective
standards of assessing class forces, and thus, Incidentally, to expose
their abject incompetence and poverty as socialist theoreticians.

"The 1952 campaign,! says the "Staty-at-Homel document, 'was bound to fail.m
Did it indeed fail?

It is true thut 1t did not get rid of the seven unjuet laws. Indeed many
laws of even greater injustice huve since been added to the statute book,
including the Criminal Laws Amendment and Public Safety Acts, specifically
introduced to put un end to the Campaign of Defiunce of Unjust Laws.

In the same way one can, if one studies history, come across innumerable
strugeles andl campaigns of cne sort or anothsr which "failed® in their
immedlate objectives. The Spartacus rebellicn in Rome did not abolish
slayvery. The Chartist movement in England 634 not, at that time, win
universal franchise. The 1905 Revolution in Russiu did not overihrow
Tsarish.

But he would be a poor "socialist! indeed who would dismiss these and many
other graat historic strugsles as "failures". Scientific sccialism teaches
us that every Progressive movement which stirs the masses of ths pecple, S
even 1f it does not meet with immediate "successh, and even if it is crushed

Ly viclence and repression; is nevertheless no '"failure! if it has enlarged

the political consciousness of the masses, strengthened their orgunisations,

and deepened their determination and confidence. It is the struszle itself
which educates: and many an funsuccespful struggle is, inyfact, the

gtepping stone and the rockbreaker for victory.

/Ilet scoo
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Tet us look, rather, then, at the resl and positive achievements of the 1952
Defiance Campaign.

More than any campaign up to that time 1t estublished the African National
Congress as the premier and leading crganisation of the African people. I%

j revived the people's confidence in Congress, and showed them that its
members were not mers winabagss andi platform orators but men of action who
meant business, and were not wfraid to face the consequences of their actlonss

It revived the spirit of militancy and courage among the people. It showed
them that unjust laws could and should be defied; that the State was not
all-powerful; that freedom could be won by men and women who had organisation,
ceurage and readiness to sacrifice, should sacrifice be called for. It i%
precisely that revival of milituncy and courage which has besn at the-ﬁsgig

of every mass campaign ever since, up to and inclqgingﬁﬁhe herolc girugzles

of March and April 196@. : ] g i ‘

Above all, the Deflance Campuiegn was an organisation-building campalsn. Even
the author of "Stauily-at-Home" has grudginzly to concede that "4lthoush there
were only 8,000 arrests in the entire cuampaign, Ccongress won tae supgort of
hany youns people and many of their active members of today entered the
political movement during this period.!

In fact to organise Monly" 8,000 volunteers prepared, in disciplined manner,
to court arrest, to look after their defence and their dependents, was a
tremendous achievement in the conditions of 1952, with a Congress which up
till then had been little more than a talking-shops It was an achievemsnt
which transformed Congress. It not only led to an unprecedented increase

in Congress membership; it raised the whole concept of a Congress member,
from that of « perscn who paid Unes once a yeur and atiended an oceasional
meeting to thut of a disciplined soldier in the cuuse of the African People .
It raiged the whole concept of Congress from an amorphous society of well-
intentioned people, whose whole emphasis wus on the Annual Conferencs at
Bloenfontein, ta that of a live, modern political orgarnisatlion, based on a
nation-wide network of active brunches, meecting regularly, ceagelessly
ingpiring, educating and c¢rgunising the people around their everyday needs
and grievances. )

Looked at from the historicel and dialectical point of view the Defiance
Campelgn was far from being the depressing failure depicted by the euthor
of this truly miserable document. In fact it was a splendid and enduring
achlevement of the Non-White peoples of South Africa and their chosen
leacders; a major contribution to the liberation of South Africa.

The Deflance Campaign was the worthy and historically necessary forerunner
of the stirring struggles of the years th.t followed, for without its
experiences the movement would not have been capabie of leading and
conducting those strugegles. And the defiance voluntesrs were the heart and
soul of every great campailesn of the !'fifties - campaigns thit won the
whole~hearted admiration of progressive people and democrats all over the
world.
i Y
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BELITTLING AVD SNEZRING. .
All over the woride.. Bubt not from the pundits of the "Sociulist Teague of
AfricaV, who turn a jaundiced, belittling and sneering eye on everything
the Congress Alliance has doneo

The Congress of the People: "an excelleant project, but it never came
to fruitione... -Several thousand Congress supporters met at 3
B} L
Kliptown (Johannesburg) !

The Freedem Charter: "A mizture of demunds taken over from a large
number of ideologies. The economic demunds were a mixture of
'welfare state'! concepts and very ordinary capitalist demands
guch as the 'right to trade'. The political demands, on the whole,
did not exceed those that are common to every Western capitalist
gocietys... the demands of a rising nationalism... Nowhere in the
Charter is there any indication of how we are to fight.m

Ard so the document goes on, page after page, finding fault everywhere,
imputinz evil motives, mixing each occasional justified criticism with a
dozen twisted distortions, slanders and outright lies. And all of it
directed at the unfortunate Congress leadership, so that at the end of 1t
all the bewildsred wreader will be left wondering how on earth such a
collection of blundering incompetents, sell-outs and tame reformisis ever
managed to win the respect of the best part of the nation and a world-wide
reputation as resourceful, during, revolutionary fishters azainst apartheid.

It is not, as we have said, our purpose here to refute all the venomous |
misrepresentations of these twisters of history. To do so, indeed, and to

set macters in their true perspective, would require a full-scale review

of the whole strugzle of the past decads as seen from the viewpoint of

militant democracy, of the Congress movements That would be a jcb well

worth deing; 1t would make a proud und fuascinating record indeed. Bub those
most competent to do it are either in prison or else occupied at present with
the making rather thun the writing of history.

We have sald enough, we hope, to show that the sort of criticisms levelled
by the SLA are the kind intended to destroy rather than to help a psople's
movement; they are, whether their author realises it or not, of the same

kind as the "ecriticisms" levelled against the Congress Alliance by the PAG.

No healthy people's movement can live and develop without sound and fair
crivicism und self-criticisms. By these means it eliminates defects and
rerfects its work und crganisation. But this sort of unfuir and irresponsible
"criticism!, which relies on distortions and lies, is the enemy of true .
critieism. When malicious and untrue attacks are mude on un organisation

and 1ts leaders, the natural reaction of all loyal members: 1s to spring

hotly to its dsfence., So deoing, they may tend to overlook rewl defects and
weaknegses in their movement.
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Every Congress member undl supporver is well aware that there are many weak-
nesses in the orgunisctions, and all must think and work hurd to overcoms
them. But we shall not be heliped at all in this task by the attacks of
these self-proclaimed "soclalistsh ~- they are msant not to build up
Congress but to tear it down.

4 WORD ON THE COMMUNISTS

We have pointed out «bove that, in their reckless allegations against the
Congress lewadership, the #8.L.A.F resemble the hostile critics of the FAC
rather than honest and well—-disposeg critics.

There is another remarkable point of vesemblance.

Every hostile critic of the Ccngress movement, ranging from Professor Murray
to Messrs. Raborcke, ILeballe, Ngubaune and Patrick Duncan, have made
anti~Communism the absolute centre and spearhead of their attacks.

Frenzied attempts have been mude to create divisions between Communists and
non~Communists in the national liberation and trade union movements, and,
whken these failed, to label the entire movement as YEommunist-— contro;led”
and to smear the Communists themselves.

Despite its claim to be "socilulist!" and its ostentatious use of "Marxigh!

and Trevolutionary" terminology, the "St.ty-ut-Home" documsnt places

itself in the sume company with its cheup and unwerthy diss at the Communists
in the democratic front.

It says nothing of the musznificent contributions or the former Communist

Wt |/ Party of South Africa to the cuuse of working class solidarity, democracy

an. soclalism in this country, right up to the passing of the Suppression
of Communism Act,

It says nothing of the tireless and courageous work of muny former members

Ng% of the Party in the years that followed, despite every sort of ban and

ergecuticn, In buillding the people's mass orgunisations and trade unions,

#ﬁvi the outspoken democratic press, in setting the example wund the pace in
?‘?1: very militant strugsle against apartheid tyranny, and thus pioneering the

T ;; oad towards democracy und socialism.

N; Why is i1t that desplte every effort and pressure the combined forces of
(reaction have never munuaged to create = plit betwsen Commuiists and non-

\v\cﬂlu Communists in the liberation and democratic trude union movements? It is
¥ ¢ pecause every honest Congressite, whatever his own politicul outlock, has
. N

e Qlearnt that the Communists are true sons and daughters of the working

Ahﬁ'& clasgs, 1OJJL and staunch members of orgunisations to which they belorg,
- \ er"”"

’““emost tozether with non-Communists, in volunteering for every difficult
rant:., dangerous job that has to be dones That their Marxist training has
/made them wise, well-balanced and experienced in the strugsle; and %heir
tradivion of discipiine has made them refuse to take part in the petty
Personul intrigues and fuctionulising thut have sometimes disfigured the
movement.

/The c3csece vo
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The "Soclalist Teague of Africal is silent about these proud achievements.
It describes as a "eligne of curesrists! those who huve found their
"eareersi, in an endless round of persecution und bunishments, in major
and petty acte of victimisation these muny yearges It chooses to say of
those who have defied every effort of the cliss enemy to fdestroy
Communism" that they f"sully the name of Communism™.

It would rather be true to say thut they hive added new lustre to that
neme; that they have made Swartls rezister of the "listed™ a roll of
honour: that they have made the name Communist « title of honour, hated
andfeared by the reactionary ruling clissss, but loved and respected by
the masses of fresdom-loving peopl e of this count“y

"Staty-at—-Home® says that the lgroup who profess to be Marxigts!
"opportunistically shielded their ideas behind talk of national unity, of
broad democratic strugeles,etec.! It repeats this in other words when it

says they "conceuled all their ideas behind the front of democrutic demands,f

Let us exumine these grave and serious charges a little more closelys
First of all that the Communists Mshielded" or '"concealed™ their ideas.

Now it is a remurkable thing, but you can read throuzh the whole of
N"gtay—-at-HomeVs" ten thousand word effusion without galning any under-—
standing of the specific terms of the Suppressiocn of Communism Act

ag they affect Marxists and Communists. The author even mentions the Act,
and this is what he says:

"(It) defined communism in such a way as to effectively outlaw any
movement that proposed change in the form of government in South
Africa.f

To start with, this is not true, otherwise the Wationalist Party would dbe
cutlawed for proposing « republic, and the Congress movement for proposing
the Freedom Charter. (Its leaders are beinz charred with treason, not
with infringing the Suppression of Communism Acte)

More ilmportaant, M"Stay-at—Home!" does not tell us what the Act did outlaw:
nemely, the Communist Party and the advocacy of Marxism-Teninisme

If "Stay-at-fome!" means when 1t suys thut Communists ficoncewled their
ideasg!" that they did not get up on the City Hall steps =«nd preach
Communism, knOWinB that this would bring an immediate Jjail sentence, then
it 1s perfectly correct.

The guestion 1s whether it would have been at wll sane and responsidle for
them %0 do so.

he South African Communists cannot be accused of lack of courace, of undue
fear of reprisals against them by the ruling cluass. Many of them were among
the filist volunteers in the defiunce cumpaign, and hundreds of them have
suffered 1n various ways for their Qart in the common cauge.

2L anins



If the Communists of South Africa did not openly defy the Act, it was not
because of cowardice or opportunism, nor out of respect for a viciously
undemocratic lawe It was because as regsponsible members of working class,
democratic and liberation organisations they realised
(a) That open defiance of the Suppression of Communism Act by all
Communists would be a reckless act of mere bravado; which
would effectively deprive the workers andoppressed people of
many of their most advanced, militant and capable leaders;
it would have isclated the Communists from the rest of the
democratic and iaboui movemenut.
(b) That there were many duties towards the working class which
in spite of the Act, Communists could continue openly and
legally to perform.

i
L,J Ak;ﬂ‘ﬁ’
o ; w‘\"\'{
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G"‘"\‘\l

: These duties, we maintain, the South African Communists, in unity and
harmony with radicul democrats of different viewpoints, have honourabld
discharged to the best of their ability. In so doing they were guided
by the well-~tried experiencs of the internutional working class movement.
fyictory is impossible, " wrote lenin (M"Ieft-Wingh Communism) without
having learnt both how to attack and how to retreat correctly ...

"The Bolsheviks achieved this (orderly retreat) only because
they ruthlessly exposed and expelled the revolutionury phrase-
] ( monzers who refused to understand that 1t was necessary to
ﬁ[ retreat, that it was necessary to know how to retreut, thuat it
’7§xk} 'N ' was absolutely necessary for them to leurn hor to work legallyec.'
Vot !

04a 6‘g$¢b,'ut,'of course, if the Ccmmunists found 1t was 1llemal to go further

\%o* that did not meun that they would tumely abide by the lawe. The reac-
W tlonary bourgeoisie in many countries have vainly attempted to M"outlaw?
Communism - —~ the reactlon of the Communists has been to find new,
underground, illegal ways of organisine the purty of the working class
A7 and conveyinz the truths of Marxist-Teninist theory to the most
1 . _advanced and revolutlonary elements amonz the workers.

This has been dene in South Africa as well. Some of the Communists have

found the means, working with patience, caution and resourcefulness, tq//gfqru,;
' overcome the exceptional difficulties of the Suppression Act (which s o |
meunt, it should be remembered that every known Communis: was listed, | W o

0 Whiw known and watched by the special branch of the police) and to BEIIA the f-ﬁ:w#.i
e e w South Africen Communist Party. A Party which replaced and carried on ™S
Lt _3_’] y . |
e ol the best traditions of the former CPSA, while possessing the ability,
{ |l which the former Party lacked, to survive and carry om under conditions . |
st BELL of fascist-like dictutorshi
A wF (0% W o] 4\:0!\,1111_ o
[
pdhudl D ; S |
et ) Of course this necessarily meunt, 1f you like, working ia secrecy;
’\-__L_::*/ §3p 3 ; = 5 =
) e, Thiding®, tahielding',"concealing " and so on. It is not pleasant for
“Qvanf Communigts to have to have to conceal elther themselves or their views;
I 4+ 1, |they prefer proudly to amnounce them to the worlde. Yet in the
. o W/ L 3 . q 0}
Wt T condit?ons of imperialist "democracy™ it has ofteen been their unpleasant
L but honourable necessity to work ynderground:; self-proclaimed
' Wgocialists! ghould be the last to reproach them with it.

/ Secondly, w..
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Secondly, let us deal with the chirge of "Stay-at-Home" that the
Conmunists not merely "hid" away, but thut they did so "behind talk of
rational unity, of broad democratic strugaies.! and "behInd The front
07 democratic demundsg.f

This can only mean, and is intended to mean, thut the Communists do not
really believe in democratic unity, democratic demands and a national
front of oppressed pecpie for natlional unity, but that they only pretend
to support these things as a "front" behind which the pursue some
gsinister, hidden aims of their own.

This lying slander is only too familiar; it has been repea&ed ad nauseam
by the State Departuent and its thousands of gramophones, paid — —
propagandists and hangers on, ever since they took over the shabby banner
of anti~-Communism from Hitler and Mussolini.

That it ghouvld be repeated, hereby, by these alleged "socialists" is
not only contemptible, but also betrays their lack of understanding of
elementary socialist principles.

Let us try to make the position very clear.
Communists stupport and fight for democratic demands because they are

genuine believers 1n democracy. They fight for unity in the strugele
for national l1iberatlon because they are convinced opponents of

_lmperlalism, colonialism and race discrimination.

Jertainly they lock beyond the limitations of bourgsois democracy to
the more genuine freedom of proletarian democracy, to the rule of the
workers and peasants -~ and still beyond that to the abolition of all
clags rule of the State itself, under Communism, Certainly they look
beyond formal political sself-government to econcmic freedom, to the
establishment of socialism, the abolition of cepitalism and human
exploitation.

But that deeg not make the Communisils any the less sincere and determined
fighters in the broad people!s strugsle for immediate democratic gains,

for the abolition of colcur «ndrace discriminaticn, for peace and national
liberation.

On the contrary, ardent and unreserved participation in such strugeles is
cbligatory upon every Marxist-Teninist; 1t is a part of ths Marxist
philosophy of historical development. And this has been the case cver
gince modern scientific socialism first was formulated by Marx and Engels,
to the present time.

MThe Communists fight for the attainment of the immediate aims of the
working class," declared the 1848 Communist Manifesto...! [They labour
everywhere for the union and agreement of the democratic partiss.m

/Aﬂd oo tose
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nd the more recent Soviet textbook Foundations of Murxism-Teninism stateg:

NIt would be wrong to regard the democratic movements as a gimple
msans for brinelng the masses. to soclalizst revoluticnoee. they are of
tremendous importance as independent movements for the people in general
and for the working class” Iin vertiouiazrf.

Nor 1s 1t iecessory to turn Yo Murxist texts to prove the devotion of
" the Communisbts to the strugsle for freedom and demccracy. They have

. preved it themselves on & hundred battlefields end in thousands of
Prisons and concentration camps in every corner of the world.

<

They have proved it, time und again, in South Africa as well, and %their
positicn ie well understcod by everyone in the democratic and working
clags campo

Everycne, that is, except the armchair-sociaulists of the "Socialist
Leagos of Africal .

IS SOCIALISM OUR IMVEDIATE AIM?

Lot us turn, with some considerable relief, from the squalid mud-
slin2ing which occupies by far the grester part of this supposed
“wwsion of the general strike as a means of struszie, to the scanty

Positive ideas which aprear in its few remaining pages.

The document starts off with a restatement of cer‘ain prropositions

which are quite acceptudble to any soclalist or communist. That the
Jon~Waite, especially the African, working clags is the major force in
the strugsle for freedom and democracy, and should be the lead ing force,
ls an observation which if not exactly original will nevertheless bear

a goecd deal of repetition. It makes a farther sound point: that the
events of March and April, with their stormy general strikes 1n a number
of the bigger towns, emphasises this crucial und dominant role of the
working clags.

But "Jtay-at-Home" then zoes on to introduce an argument which is quite
staggering in its non-consequence. First of all it states, cleariy and
correctly, that the March and April "events centred around an anti—-pags
\ canpalgn and drew in the entire African township population,” so that it
1Luﬁﬂ'4 would "appear! that MThis is a national struesgle.! And then it goes on to :
, say that because this was predominunily a working class strugsle, using | lomasr

1 s . g & AT Y 4
{ i & characteristicaily working class method (the strike).. *
s d ‘

y
¥; -~ 3 . . o s L
g ﬂ»ﬁ*ﬂw”'T fithe aims of %this gitrugsle must be for the realisation of working L% ‘
: g VY

class demands. Tals must be for SOCIALIEMM (Capitals in orizinal, 1‘%46,
our underlininz.) e all,,
= : > »”’ ik "
What is wrong with this siick, but fundamentally wrong and superficial id;-aﬂfmd‘
plece of reasoning? It overlooks a number of essential pointg. /ﬁﬁaf,a
: AL
‘ it

.

1. That the chief sufferers and victims of natlonal oppression
(specificully such aspects as %he pass laws and ths extra-low

| wegas ..
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wages that rooult from thelr colonlal status =8 opprossed peop]e)
are precisely the African workinz class.

2, That, consequently, the chisf aim and desire of the African
proletariat at the present time (and, we would add, the condition
for the further advance to socialisms is specifically the abolition
of the filerce national oppression which holds the workers back both
ag inlividuals andi as a clags, and the winning of equality and
democracy .«

3o That it is in the direct and Immediate interest of the proletariat
not to fight alecne; but %o draw in the rural workers and tribal
Aeasantry, the micdle class traders and professional Non-White
voople, who suffer in varying degrees from national oppression, as
wsll as others including democratic Whites, who, for one reason or
another, are prepared to join the gtrugslie for liberatilon, as
n.iles and partnsrs.

Yo | “hat it is therefore the bounden duty of the advanced, socialist
leuders of the working class to build as wide as possible an
&lliance in the common strugsle; & unlted patriotic and democratic
front == more particularly when faced with so powerful, ruthless
and determined an adversary as the White Supremacists of South
2frica and their imperialist backers.

That the only sound and enduring basls for such a united front is a
. common programme of aims and demands.

1
o
—

6. “hat since the other classes and groups in the alliance do not
accept, and cannot be expected at this stage to accept, Sociuligm,
s for the class—conscious workers to insist on a Socialist aim in the
uﬁﬁ common programme would be to disrupt the united front, to set back
the strugzle, to postpone the advance to democracy — and thus to
socialism as well.

"Stay-at~Home! comments disapprovingly: "This programme (the Freedom

¢

Charter) was not soclalist, nor was i% ever represented as such,t

0f course it was not socialist. Soclalist workers were strongly
represented at the Congress of the Pesople, and it is conceivable that
they might have there succeeded, hal they attempted it, iIn Imposing a
"soclalisth progremme on the movement as a whole. But they did not
attempt it, and they were quite correct - for had they done so they weould
have disrupted the alliance instead of cementing it, and inflicted a
gserious setback on the workers' couse.

Tet us view the matter from another aspect. The Freedom Charter was a
synthesls of demands taken, not as ligtay-at-Home! says f#from a large
number of ideclozies", but in fuct from a very larze number of meetings
held prior to COP throughout the length and breadth cf the land.

% ‘ % /The voo06 0
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The great majority of these demands were framed by urban, particularly

frican workers. And, overwhelmingly; they were not demands for
goclaligm but for the gort of radical, national-liberationist changes
which make up the Charter itself.

In this, there is an important lesson for all socialists who are eapable
of learning., The African worker is interested at present in the grim
fight aga .st oppression, which welghts most heavily upon him. He is
prepared to fight against pass laws and for liberation, but not for
absbract calls for socialism which appear to him now to have little
meaning for him. '

"sociw.l:us" these days. Nehru is a Mgocialisth though India's eccnomy
remaics dominated by monopoly-capitalist enterpriges closely linked
with “zverialisme. Nagser calls his bourgeois—feudal state "a socialist
reptliicls Even Mr. Sobukwe of the PAC says he is "also a socialist's

Revel'wiionary scientific socialism consists not in making such empty
deciamutions. It consists in thoroushly understanding and absorbing the
ouvlook and the method of Marxism—TLeninism, and applying this method to
the practical realities of a given situation.

Abstract, doctrinaire M"socialists", unable to understand this vital
egsence of revolutionary Merxism, are Iimpatient with this necessity to
gtudy concretely the actual conditions, the real nseds of the people.
They are unable to understand the obligation of the Marxist to identify
taemezlves with great higstorical movements such as those for peace, for
democracy and for national liberation. '

o

e sturt from our realities and in the light of our means and our
objectivés we draw up our programme of action!, correctly says

N .
Sekou Toure. (Presence Africaine, Noe. 29.) And, again:

"In Marxism, the principles of organisation, democracy, control,
etcess everything which is concrete and concerns the orzanic life
of given movements, may be perfectly well adapted to present
conditions in Africa. But we should have failed ... if we had
shut ourselves up in an abstract philosophy." (Ibid.,

MARXTSM AND NATIONAL LIBERATION,

TRNeither in theory ncr in proctice is there any basis for the allegation
that there is some sort of clash or incompatability between the aims
and activities of African communists and those of other patriotic
Africans seeking the emancipation of Africa from colenialism and racilal
digscrimination, and the advance of her peoples to unity and equality
among the nations of the world.

Certainly, Communists are internationalists, loocking forward to a
future cf brotherhood of man all over the world. But that does not
mean that any Communist who ig a member of an oppressed nation can for
one morent be indifferent to the sufferings and humiliations of hig
fellows, who daily feel the brunt qf discrimination, and the denial of
democracy and human rights. Cn the contrary, he will participate,

/ With ocsseta
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