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INTRODUCTION.
W h atev er  adverse opinions may be held as to the 

sentim ents  I have dared to put in cold prin t in these pages, 
w hatever  fears m y friends of w ha tever  race o r  nationals may 
have as to the consequences in the event the challenge be 
accepted, w hatever  m y countrym en m ay say in condemnation 
of the s ta tem en ts  of cold facts contained herein, I am satisfied 
that until and unless Bantudom  realises the dangers  of the 
d iscrim inatory  legislation and accepts the nationalism forced 
upon her  by the G overnm ent of this country , the inevitable 
destiny  of her  children and poster i ty  will assuredly be one of 
perpetual slavery. W ho, am ong m y countrymen, does not 
know the conditions existing in rural areas which since 1913 
have forced thousands and thousands out of the land or con
verted  those who remained into v irtual slaves w ithout homes, 
houses, land to plough and to graze their  stock, and whose 
families have to give labour w ithout any pay o r  consideration 
therefor  save ju s t  an acre or  two allotted to them by w ay of 
raising rations ?

I have to thank  the All African Convention fo r  giving 
the inspiration contained in the m ost reasoned and cautious 
resolutions on the Native Bills. The uncom prom ising a tt itude 
of the P rim e M inister tow ards  ou r  D eputation and the sham e
ful bargain  for political reasons which has rendered the Cape 
Native Vote worth less  and im potent, have prom pted the ideas 
expressed in this paper. But above all, let me confess tha t  
Prof. Eric  W a lk e r ’s diagnosis of the G overnm ent’s Native 
policy aw akened  in me the sense of appreciation of the real 
dan ger  which I hope these pages will fully m agnify  and 
reveal. I earnestly  hope m y countrym en will be fired as I 
have been, and combine as never before to resist domination 
based on ha tred  and pagan militarism.

H. S. M.



FOREWORD.
In 1910 the Bantu  people were less influenced in W es te rn  

culture, less tu to red  in its diplomacy, less suspicious of its 
cupidity, than they  are a t the present time. It did not seem 
that their condition, by no means happy or prosperous, would 
be made into one of perm anen t suppression since the insis
tence on the re tention of the Cape Native Franchise, g ran ted  
in 1853, gave them  a promise of u ltim ate  equality and a full 
share in the privileges of citizenship. There  was a liberal 
spirit abroad in Europe, one m anifesta tion  of which was 
E ngland’s refusal to hand over the P ro tec to ra te s  to the newly 
founded Union because concessions which she dem anded for 
them were refused.In South Africa, subsequent legislation— M asters  and 
Servants Act, s t r ic te r  codification of Native L aw  in Natal, 
U rban Areas and S quatters  L aw s—-showed a s trong ly  re t ro 
gressive philosophy and a bolstering u p  of an unstable 
economy. D uring  times of depression and national conflict, 
the Bantu was made the scapeeroat. Finally in 1936 he is 
confronted with  perm anen t exclusion from  the control of the 
country in which he lives and works.This is a m a t te r  which m ust arouse active emotions 
am ongst not only all black m en in the country, bu t am ongst 
all those Europeans who have no dogm atic  a tt i tude  to 
unproven theories of racial in feriority  and superiority , and 
who stand for a culture wider than one of colour. _ T hey  
neither feel tha t  the indigenous Native was a “ savage ” in his 
own surroundings, no r  do they consider th a t  he is incapable 
of absorbing and con tr ibu ting to a new  culture. They realise 
rhat exclusion of the Bantu  from industry  in the Union would 
be impossible and disastrous to the Europeans, and tha t  com 
plete segregation is therefore  but an impracticable th eo ry  of 
equality. Raical in terdependence is not a fact to be deplored, 
i<: can enrich the conten t of both cultures, which in time m ay
even fuse and be one.

N a t i o n a l i s m ,  e ither white o r  black, is_a dangerous policy. 
The point of view expressed in the following nages il lustrates 
the beginning of an intense and b i t te r  nationalism which is set 
up as the ideal of the Bantu, one which thev have not arrived 
a t spontaneously bu t to which thev have tu rned as a last 
refuge and escape, a rallying point for self-respect as well as



self-preservation. National movements are hastening Europe 
to a world war, and to civil wars. Fascism in Germ any has 
tem porarily  averted  eyes from  its in ternal bankrup tcy  by its 
bruta l a t tack  on m inority  groups. I ta ly  in desperation is 
seizing by force tha t  which its own in ternal policy could not 
give it in peace.By the compromise on the Native Rill, politicians averted 
a split in the House, and consolidated the in terests  of the 
m ajori ty  a t the expense of the Native Vote. The w rite r  of 
the pam phlet u rges  disillusionment to the masses of his people, 
and a courageous realisation tha t  ne ither pious hope nor 
virtuous resignation alone will lead them to prosperity  and 
freedom. H IL D A  K U P E R .

March, 1936.



THE CRISIS.
The All African Convention has been called to m eet again 

on the 29th June, 1936, a t Bloemfontein. The Executive 
Committee will then give a report on the resolutions of the 
Convention presented  to the Governm ent, invite discussion 
thereon, and determ ine the fu tu re  a tt itude  of the African 
people in consequence of the decision of the powers tha t  be. 
This decision in effecf implies tha t  “ the Africans are not par t  
of the South African com m unity  and th a t  the in teres ts  of the 
country  can be considered as distinct from  their  in te res ts .” 
According to Prof. Eric  W alker,  this decision denotes tha t 
“ the Bantu people were  to be trea ted  as a separate  dependent 
community , and th e ir  country  was presum ably to be the 12 
per cent, of the area  of the Union which was covered by the 
existing reserves and projected released areas.”

I sincerely, hope the Convention will keep constantly  
before it this cardinal principle of the G overnm ent’s policy. 
I t  underlies the Native Bills and undoubtedly constitutes  the 
reason for a t tack ing  the Cape Native Vote  as well as for 
limiting the size of our  coun try  to 12 per cent, of the whole 
area of the Union. W h a tev e r  steps we m ay decide to take  
to pro tect ou r  in terests , We should not fo rg e t th a t  if P ar l ia 
ment places on the S ta tu te  Books (which I have no doubt it 
will) the Represen ta tion  of Natives Bill and the L and Bill in 
its presen t form, the principle tha t  we are no t p a r t  of the 
South African community , and tha t  we are to be trea ted  as a 
separate dependent community , is definitely laid down as the 
M agna C harta  for  W hite  South Africa.

The reason the Cape Native Vote  has been a ttacked  is to 
destroy  every vestige of in teres t  here to fo re  taken  in our  
affairs by  mem bers of Parl iam ent who owed their seats to the 
influence of the vote of Africans in the Cape Province. T h a t  
gone, in te rm s of the compromise, the Cape Africans will h?ve 
three representatives against 150 for the whole of the Union 
who can never hope to influence Parl iam en t one w ay or 
another. In o the r  words, if General H e r tz o g  failed to abolish 
the Cape Native Vote  he certain ly succeeded in m aking it 
im potent and ineffectual by the compromise which has been 
accepted by the champions of the old Cape tradition of 
liberalism. The declaration th a t  the Africans are  no t p a r t  of 
the Soutli African com m unity  has thereby  been vindicated and



definitely established as the policy of this country.
Again, the reason for  limiting the size of our  country  to 

12 per cent, of the whole a rea  of the Union is to insure tha t  
tne African people shall be a dependent com m unity whose 
existence will be to lerated for so long as they minister to the 
m aterial needs and serve the in terests  of the white race. One 
and a half millions of people are  to ow n 88 per cent, of the 
land and some six millions only 12 per cent. The inference is 
clearly that, inasmuch as th e  12 per cent, of the land will no t 
accom m odate all the six million people, such of them  as shall 
Oecome landless m ust needs su rrender  themselves to the 
mercies of the privileged group and accept conditions which 
only s tarv ing  and helpless people can accept.

But the words used a re :  “ The Bantu were to be treated 
as a separate  dependent com m unity .” This would suggest 
that they would be given an area  large enough to m ake them 
a separate  community, yet politically dependent on the South 
African community . In o the r  words, the Africans, as a 
separa te  community , would enjoy the r igh t of self-develop
m ent subject to the pro tec ting  arm  of the white  parliament. 
T ha t seems the logical conclusion to which any reasonable 
person can a r r iv e ; therefore  it m ust follow th a t  if the in terests  
of the country  could be considered as distinct from  theirs, 
there is to be no political, economic— indeed, any  other  
relations be tw een W hite  and Black in this country  o ther  
than the au tho rity  necessary  and inevitable for  the purpose of 
preserv ing  peace and the boundaries.

The Native L and and T ru s t  Bill, however, negatives this 
conception of the G overnm ent’s policy in tha t  it  limits the 
whole area  to be set aside for the occupation of the six 
millions only to 12 per  cent. A t the same time the areas 
scheduled under  the Natives Land Act of 1913 are reputed to 
be congested (see General S m uts’s M em orandum , 1926), and 
the land acquired since by permission of the Governor-General 
is only sufficient for the presen t occupants and o w n e r s ; so 
that the seven and a q u a rte r  million m orgen proposed to be 
released cannot reasonably absorb

(a) the surplus population in scheduled a r e a s ;
(b) the es tim ated 900,000 squa tte rs  who m ust be driven 

out of private  lands owned by E u ro p e a n s ;
(c) the ever-increasing “ superfluous ” population in urban 

areas caused by the enforcem ent of the W hite  Labour Policy.



Moreover, the Natives (U rban  A reas) Act of 1923 lays 
down and maintains the principle tha t  local au thorit ies  should 
provide housing accomm odation for  such Africans as are  
required for  the reasonable needs and serve the m aterial 
in terests  of the Europeans. I t doe-; no t purpose nor  intend 
to recognise any  African as having a righ t to establish for 
himself a perm anen t domicile in the urban areas.

Only recently the Governm ent appointed a Comm ittee 
“ On Natives in U rban Areas ” to recommend m easures to be 
taken to prevent the influx of Africans into urban  areas and 
to remove superfluous Africans therefrom . T h e  te rm s of 
reference of th a t  Comm ittee are a distinct contradiction of 
the accepted policy of the distinctness of E uropean in terests  
from those of the Africans. It envisages the limitation of the 
African population to the requirem ents  of the employing class. 
ITere there  is no question of a complete segregation. Hence 
the q u e r y : W here in  then are European in terests  distinct from 
ours if ou r  services are  ye t  required even to a limited degree? 
Similarly, in the Native Land and T ru s t  Bill are certain  p ro 
visions in C hapter  IV. which suggest  tha t  labour-tenants  may 
be re tained a t the ra te  of five families to one E uropean 
farmer. W hy, if there  is no com m unity  of in te res ts?

If the All African Convention were  to exam ine critically 
and dispassionately the policy adum bra ted  in the Native Bills 
it would find tw o s tr ik ingly  contrad ic tory  extrem es. The first 
concerns the fe rvent desire on the p a r t  of the m ajori ty  of 
Europeans ( judging by the support General H er tzo g  is 
receiving in P arl iam ent)  for the removal of every  African 
from the country  so th a t  South Africa could become a white 
m an’s country. F o r tu na te ly  they do not know  w here  to t r a n s 
port them en bloc. O thers  have the audacity  to ag i ta te  for  
the com m itm ent of a par t  of the race into labour colonies 
where they would live under prison regulations. In the m ean
time, every effort is being made to na r ro w  the field of labour 
th a t  Africans m ay be deprived of the means of livelihood, so 
tha t by a process of poor o r  inadequate nourishm ent their  
vitality and physique m ay be underm ined and crippled in o rder  
to accelerate their  gradual extinction or considerable reduction 
in numbers. This, I feel sure, the nex t census will substan 
tially prove. The W hite  L abour Policy is the thin end of the 
wedge in th a t  direction, and it is being driven with  the energy  
of a lion.



W hen we could g ro w  ou r  food to live on and m other 
- ture smiled benevolently a t  us, every moral and even legal 
device was used to induce us to leave the land. Sugar  plan- 
P, ^  m im ng  industries^ railways and roads wanted labour he Africans, it was openly said, m ust come out and help to 

develop the coun try  and to build railways and the highways 
of the country. N o th ing was done to encourage agriculture 
and scientific methods of t rea t in g  the land. Indeed, recru iters 
io r  labour scoured the country  with  the doctrine tha t man 
cannot hve by tilling the land bu t by going to industrial e i l res  and helping the white man who had the money which 
the .country  o r  land could no t give. Now tha t almost the 
whole country  has been industrialised, we have all (or as 
m any ot us as are  no longer required) to “ ge t  out ” of 
E uropean areas. This reminds me of w ha t an old African 
sage once s a id : “ If  you find a river swollen and the only man 
available to help you cross it is Satan, accept his offer, but 
make sure tha t  you politely thank  him with a rough dismissal ”
1 ha t is our experience. W e  are under o rder  to leave E u ro 

pean areas, and the question is : W here  m ust we go ? Nobody 
cares where, for  the sooner we disappear like the Red Indians 
the better ,  for  this country  m ust be made safe for the white 
man to live in. This is one ex trem e— to compel six million 
people, m ore o r  less, to crowd toge the r  with their  animals and 
poste r i ty  in ju s t  12 per cent, of the whole area  of the Union to s tarve  or  die.

A no ther  ex trem e which, to me, is m ost likely and m ore in 
keeping with the presen t economic system in vogue the world 
over except in Russia, is one which seeks to limit the area of 
ou r  alleged coun try  as distinct from  Europeans. Read this in 
conjunction with the Native Adm inistra tion Act No. 38 of 1927 
which legalises po lygam y and therefore  insures the rapid 
increase of the population, in tensify ing within a single gene
ration congestion in the 12 per cent, area  of our country. 
Chapter  T\ . of the Native Land and T ru s t  Bill na tura lly  and 
significantly betrays  the sinister motive underly ing tha t 
policy. One has to rem em ber th a t  Chapter  IV. of the Bill 
guaran tees  the fa rm er  and o the r  employers of labour in the 
agricu ltu ra l  industry  a supply of free labour to the ex ten t of 
•>ve families. T he  head of the family will be registered, and 
he it is who m ust con trac t  with the fa rm er  and indenture the 
labour of his wife and children. The m om ent he is registered



all his dependants, i.e., his wife, unm arr ied  daugh te rs  and sons b
under a certain given age autom atically  fall within the term s 
of the contract. A m an wTith five wives and tw en ty  children 
becomes a g re a t  asset to the farm er, who thereby  becomes 
entitled to the free labour of all. In addition, the fa rm er  is 
authorised to use the oxen belonging to the labour-tenant.
T o  give ano th er  undue advantage  to the fa rm er  oyer the 
labour-tenant, the Bill refrains conveniently from  se tt ing  ou t 
the term s and conditions upon which he m ay engage the 
services of this m an and his family. I t  is obvious, therefore, 
tha t  a fa rm er  who takes on his farm  five families secures all 
the labour he requires w ithout cost except, a t  his discretion, 
to m ark  ou t an acre or  two for each family by  w ay of p ro
ducing sufficient rations. W h a t  the acre is w orth  to the 
farm er, neither  the law nor  the labour- tenan t need know.
Y et it is supposed to be given out in lieu of w ages for  the 
labour-tenant, his wife and children and to include graz ing  
r igh ts  for his stock. I have been told th a t  a highly developed 
land is capable of producing no m ore than betwreen tw en ty  
and th ir ty  bags of maize per acre, ?.nd th a t  in the E as te rn  
Transvaal g raz ing  r igh ts  cost 2s. 6d. per  season per head. So 
that if a labour-tenant has ten head of cattle  his g raz in g  costs 
would am ount to £5 per year. The price of mealies for a long 
time has only averaged Ss. pe r  bag, so th a t  the poor labour- 
tenant earns be tw een  £5 and £7 10s. a year, including the 
labour of his children and wife. Be th a t  as^ it may, the 
question which every African m ust ask himself, now th a t  all 
of us who are dispossessed of the land and are not in the emp'oy of any E u ro p e in  shall have to be labour-tenants . is, 
w hat is the value of a labour-tenant, and if the consideration 
thereof is paid in kind, w ha t is the just equivalent the reo f?  {

A nother  sinister aspect of this a r ran g em en t is th a t  while 
the fa rm er  m ay use the oxen belonging to the labour- tenant 
there is no th ing  in the Bill th a t  bestow s any  reciprocal 
advantage. If the Bit1 had suggested  th a t  such use of oxen 
compensated for graz ing  subject to a fixed num ber of days 
within a year for which the oxen m ay be used, it would have 
removed the suspicion of an undue advantage  over the plight 
of a max:: who is dispossessed of the land.Thai is the o the r  extrem e, namely, to con tract land in 
order to expose thousands to conditions of economic slavery.

This reminds me of the causes which led to the G rea t T re k



of 1836. A his torian  w ro te  giving as one of the reasons therefor, th a t :
«, Prac t'ce of slavery had continued until its
(< abolition in 1833 by the ransom  payable by the English 
“ G overnm ent to the ow ners  of slaves. The Boer 
“ Colonists deeply resented  tha t  act and decided to leave 

the country. The Governm ent confined its efforts to 
“ discouraging the em igration  and to reconcile the mal

contents. Those efforts, however, proved f ru i t le ss ; and 
the people held to their  pro ject with resolute fearless- 

“ ness and self-confidence, and were even content to 
“ sacrifice their  farm s and hom esteads.”
W hen in 1926 and 1930, the Imperial Conferences granted 

to the Dominions “ sovereign independence,” G rea t Britain 
scarcely suspected th a t  her m agnanim ity  and grea tness  of 
h ea r t  were being exploited by people who sought to revenge 
themselves upon the aborigines for  the emancipation of slaves- 
a cen tury  ago. W ho could have thought tha t  in this age of 
enlightenm ent, and from  the children boasting  of two thousand 
years  of civilisation, th a t  m em ories one hundred years old 
could be resu rrec ted  to the ex ten t of annulling a r igh t con
ferred  on a  people seventy-five years  ago m erely to have the 
satisfaction of having r igh ted  the w ron g  committed on their 
fo re fa thers?

THE CHALLENGE.
M y friends and countrymen, let us now admit, both 

publicly and in ou r  conscience, th a t  P ar l iam ent and the white 
people of South Africa have disowned us, flirted and trifled 
with ou r  loyalty. T hey have t rea te d  us as rebels, nay, they 
have declared we are  not pa r t  of the South African com 
munity. W h a tev e r  it means, I am satisfied in my mind tha t 
if we do no_ longer form p a r t  of the com m unity  which con
s ti tu tes  Parl iam en t and the G overnm ent of the Union of South 
Africa, we have to belong to some au tho rity  o ther  than  the 
present, o r  we shall have to admit tha t  we are slaves and o u t
casts  in our  fatherland. If  we refuse to be made slaves then 
we should seek emancipation by such m eans as the dictates of 
self-preservation m ay lead us to.

In one of our  resolutions, we have expressed a desire “  to 
appeal to the K ing and Parl iam ent of G reat Britain as the



present represen ta tives of the original beneficent donors of 
the Cape Native Vote, for  an expression of their  opinion in 
the event of such treasured  gift being abrogated  by His 
M ajes ty ’s G overnm ent in the Union of South Africa w ithout 
reason.” T ha t  resolution has not been transm it ted , for  its 
term s convey the m eaning th a t  such an appeal will be made 
immediately the Executive Comm ittee is assured th a t  the 
measure approaches its final stages. In  any event, it is not 
my business nor  m y place to decry, bu t to act in faith and 
honesty  as directed. W h a t  is upperm ost in m y mind is th a t  
we have reached a point in ou r  national life w here  and when 
we should have recourse to the law of self-preservation, which 
is in the hands of the highest tr ibunal of ou r  conscience as a 
race. I believe it is no th ing but r ight, as we did with the 
Union Government, to p ro tes t  as never before and say, w h a t
ever is the result of this colossal blunder, we wash our  hands 

'of it and accept the challenge.W h a t  do we m ean or w h i t  should we mean when we say 
we accept the challenge? W h a t  is the m eaning of this chal
lenge to us?  General Smuts, in his rectorial address at St.
A n d r e w s  U nivers ity  in Scotland, told the world th a t  to
suppose that in the modern world you can dispense with free
dom in human government, that you can govern w ithout the 
free consent of the governed, is to fly in the face of decent 
human nature as w ell as of the facts of history. To me,
therefore, it means th a t  we have been th row n out of the p u r 
view and tu telage of the Union Government. The idea of a 
trusteeship , even of the kind a s tepm other  m ay possess, has 
been abrogated . I t  is therefore  for  us to choose w he ther  o r  
not we sh 11 approach the situation thus created for us in a 
cringing att itude, begging  to be taken oyer once m ore like 
unrequired fos ter  children to be dealt with anyhow  by the 
callous and iron-hearted  stepmother. Or accept the challeng 
by  dem anding our freedom as completely as it is the privilege 
of people who do not form  pa r t  of the com m unity to which 
the G overnm ent of the day belongs. In o the r  words, it we 
accept th a t  we are a separate  com m unity from  th a t  rep re 
sented by  the Union Government, are  we willing to be depen
dent on its g rudging  benevolence? General H e r tz o g  has told 
the world th^t the first du ty  of the white man is to himself, 
and tha t  we have no r igh t to  ask the Governm ent or  E u ro 



peans of South Africa to do any th ing  tha t  may jeopardise their supremacy.
My candid and conscientious reply to the question is tha t 

w e  can no longer loyally serve and be subject to a govern
ment which has openly disowned us and told us in brutal 
language that w e c?.n never, never be free. The choice th e re 
fore is not ours. The law  of self-preservation demands tha t  
we should seek avenues likely to lead us out of this incubus 
to which we have been th ru s t  against  our will. W e have it 
on the au tho rity  of General Smuts, the present M inister of 
ju s t ice ,  that “ freedom is the m ost ineradicable craving of 
human nature; without it peace, contentment, and happiness, 
and even manhood itself, are not possible.” Tf we feel we are 
sufficiently hum an to have the craving for freedom, and feel 
tha t  we cannot su rrender  ou r  freedom w hatever  it is o r  give 
up what chances we had here to fo re  for eventually reaching 
the h ighest pinnacle of ou r  manhood, then it behoves us to 
accept General H e r tz o g ’s challenge by declaring our refusal 
to be made slaves and to suffer him to traffic with our  freedom 
in o rder  to uphold the w'hite m an’s supremacy. If  we feel we 
cannot conscientiously accept the challenge, all I can say, as a 
man and patriot, is t h a t : it were be t te r  to die now than to live 
to see ou r  children carried into economic bondage and into a 
dungeon to perish of hunger. F o r  me, it is be t te r  indeed to 
spend the rem aining years of m y  normal life behind prison 
bars  than witness with  m y own eyes the misery of the children 
I swore before God to protect, love and cherish as a g ift more 
precious than life.

T Mm under no illusion. I know  th a t  behind this brutal 
;njustice is the reliance of the pow ers-tha t-be  on the s tupen
dous and m urderous modern weapons of w ar  and the advan
tage  they have thereby  against  us—defenceless people. In 
spite of a well organised defence force, of all the deadly 
ins trum ents  of w ar  and the m ost pagan militarism th a t  can 
be given play, if m y countrym en are possessed of a soul which 
can never perish by machine guns and artificial w ar  devices, 
tha t  soul will fight a righteous ba t t le  under the invincible 
captaincy of the gods who made ou r  w orthy  fore fa thers  what 
they were. W e  owe it to them th a t  we have so far, in 
humility and self-sacrifice, made ourselves indispensable in 
every walk of life and refused to be extinct as the Red Indians



and other  aborigines who no longer are. If we have the soul 
to resist the  m achinations of the oppressor, I know  of no 
power in the world and under  the sun to conquer u s ; I know  
of no influence capable of persuading us to suffer degradation 
and shame and to suffer ourselves to be made the pawn in the 
big gam e of “ topdoggism ” and arrogance. That,  m y cou n try 
men, is the challenge.

THE ALTERNATIVE,
I see in the horizon tw o a lte rnatives indicating the way 

to freedom. The vision which gave to the Colonists a cen tury  
ago the determ ination, the will and self-denial on the em anci
pation of the ir  slaves to search m ore land for  them to be 
free, makes me feel its presence and pow er in this crisis. I 
am able to see tha t  we have no a lte rna tive  bu t to accept the 
position as created by the Native Rills, th a t  is, th a t  we are  not 
pa r t  of the South African com m unity  and tha t  the in terests  
of the Europeans are no t bound toge the r  w ith  our  own. In 
o ther  words, th a t  between the E uropean and ourselves there  
is no longer any com m unity  of interests .

This means to me that, tha t  being the case, and as we 
share the coun try  with  the Europeans who have chosen to 
segregate  us from  them territo ria lly , economically, politically 
and otherwise, it behoves us to demand a complete seg reg a 
tion on a fifty-fifty basis to enable us to establish ou r  own 
State  and governm ent wherein to exercise ou r  political, 
economic and social independence w ithout the inconvenience 
of islands dotted  all over the country . This a lternative  has 
a lre rdy  been advanced in our resolution on the R epresen tation  
of Natives Bill, v iz . : “ The political segregat ion  of the two 
racer, can only be ju s tly  carried ou t by means of the creation 
of separate S ta tes .” I repeat, it is no t ou r  choice and of our 
own volition. W e  have in our  resolution inform ed the Govern
ment th a t  this creation of two S tates  is undesirable. But the 
Governm ent has decided th a t  we should think about it and 
ag ita te  for it as never man sought his freedom.. No sacrifice, 
however b itter ,  should de te r  us from  seeing to it th a t  we 
ultim ately  gain this objective. F o r  m y part,  I do no t see why 
the G o v e r n m e n t  should not seize on it since it is by w ay of 
completing its p rogram m e for m aking this a white  m an’s



country.
A nother  a lte rna tive  is contained in the book, “ Bayete ” 

by the distinguished champion of the Native Bills, Chairman 
of the Native Affairs Commission and the Honourable Mem ber 
for Zululand, Mr. G. H ea ton  Nicholls, M.P., to whom we owe 

"T?.deemable debt of g ra ti tude  for this book. In this book Mr. Aicholls indicates to us the w ay and method we should 
adopt to seize the reins of governm ent and regain all the free 
dom we have lost since the advent of the white man in this 
country , ft is the only way short of the creation of two 
vStates. I t calls for no machine guns, no bombs nor aero
planes. T h a t  weapon is a pow er in itself in tha t  it is the 
power of the soul, the indestructible som eth ing tha t is in man 
— the Sword of God. I t  is the will and determ ination to be 
tree, the ineradicable craving of hum an nature ,.w ithou t which 
we certain ly m ust agree  to perish or be made slaves.

I have used elsewhere the expression tha t  we should 
agita te . But w ha t type of ag i ta tion  do I m ean? Agitations 
m ay serve to create  mob psychology, bu t m ay not rouse and 
fire the soul, create  de term ination  and self-denial for  the cause 
of freedom. Y et in the end, mob psychology is an element for 
good, and simplifies the task  of the leaders 'whose soul is fired 
with the desire to disarm  the enemy. W e m ust have intense 
organisation  and pers is ten t education of the masses along 
system atic  and persuasive lines, capable of rem oving mental 
inactiv ity and usher  in knowledge of the dangers  of our 
existing relationship with  the E uropeans who seek domination 
and economic subjection. W hen th a t  knowledge has increased 
and ou r  people are conscious of their  fate, then shall we hope 
and begin to see visions and to dream  the dream s of freedom. 
Let us not forget  th a t  the white  man, who has made us believe 
he is be t te r  civilised than we are, has had to descend so low as 
to resu rrec t  century-old m emories tha t  he m ay find a p re tex t 
with which to appease his conscience when he avenges himself 
upon us for the “ wrongs ” alleged to have been committed 
by G rea t Britain against his forefathers .  W e have in the past 
succeeded in aping him in m any th ings— some extrem ely 
undesirable. W h y  cannot we emulate him now in this crisis and m ake ourselves a free people?

T he  practicability of the first a l ternative  depends on the 
governm ent and the white people w'ho feel tha t this country



is not safe for them if they live side by side with us. To 
achieve the ideal of a W hite  South Africa which does not entail 
the enslavement of the African race, they need not hesita te  to 
establish two terri to ria l  S ta tes  on an equal basis. Their  sense 
of justice (if there  be any left)  should persuade them  to 
release one-half of the area  of the Union and have “ W h item an  
T e r r i t o r y ” and “ Blackm an T e rr i to ry .” T hey  cannot have it 
both ways. Wre should there fo re  dem and tha t  the presen t 
Native Land Bill be w ithdraw n and ano th er  in troduced fo r th 
with giving effect to a vertical terri to ria l  segregation. I used 
the word “ dem and ” advisedly, for  is no t this loaf baked by 
the white m an ? If  w e have to accept it, let us have the whole. 
There  should be no halves about it.

The second a lternative  depends upon ourselves. I see in 
this crisis the hand of F a te  s tre tch ing  o u t  to free us. General 
H e r tzo g  and all his lieutenants  m ay prove ye t  the in s trum ents  
by which we will forge our  liberation. Bantudom  now  sees 
the clouds ga the r in g  in the horizon and seeks to g a th e r  her  
children under h e r  s tron g  wings. Shall ŵ e prove cowards 
and flee from  her  s t r e n g th ?  God forbids. Perhaps  in this 
crisis we m ay live, if we dare, to  witness the fulfilment of 
General S m uts’s philosophy broadcast to the w orld  in these 
g rea t  w o rd s :“ T o  suppose th a t  in the m odern world you can dis- 

“ pense w ith  freedom in hum an governm ent, th a t  you can 
“ govern w i th ou t the free consent of the governed, is to 
“ fly in the face of decent hum an n a tu re  as well as of the 
“ facts  of h istory.”W e m ay live to see, if we have the soul and the righ teous 

determ ination  to do and dare, the h is tory  of the  o v e rth row  of 
the Russian Em pire  by  the governed, repeated  in this our  dea r  
Fa therland.

N K O SI S IK E L E L A  I A FR IK A .
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