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About this book

     The climatic conditions in Southern Africa have always appeared very attractive from the Central European point of view. For this reason oppressed and landless peasants especially from the Netherlands, England, France and Portugal at an early period started emigrating to the territories of what is at present known as the Republic of South Africa, Rhodesia, Mozambique and Angola. The very first contacts with the European powers had already brought about the decline of the great African empires such as Zimbabwe, Azania, Congo etc. so that the settlers found it easy to continue in turn the oppression they themselves had suffered in Europe and to reduce the indigenous African population to serfdom.

     These conditions, which date back to the early colonial period and European feudalism, have in more recent times been adapted to our industrial age through categories which are partly borrowed from German Fascism: „master race“, „racial purity“, „Bantustans“ (in actual fact residential areas for industrial reserve armies) etc. At the same time, however, the oppressed majority of the population is beginning to search for new ways of liberating itself from the white minority. The history of these liberation movements and their likely future development against the socio-economic background of South Africa is described in this book, which is the revised and enlarged version of a doctoral dissertation entitled "The Influence of Marxism on the National Liberation Movements in South Africa".

About the Author:

     Franz John Tennyson Lee, born in Ficksburg in 1938, is a South African classified as „Coloured“ by the racist legislation of his home country. He has been living in the Federal Republic of Germany since
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Foreword / 2nd Foreword / Chapter 1

pages 7 - 21

Foreword to the English Edition

This scientific treatise, which was first published in German under the title Südafrika vor der Revolution?  in 1973, is a revised and enlarged version of my doctoral dissertation entitled "The Influence of Marxism on the National Liberation Movements in South Africa with Special Reference to Trotskyism and Stalinism", submitted to the University of Frankfurt on Main in 1970.

   Chapter II to VI of this work were written between 1968 to 1970 without the possibility of field-work and therefore had to be based on a thorough study of relevant materials available in West European and North American university libraries. Chapter I and VII have been added to the German edition.

   For editorial reasons and because of the time factor, but also in view of what Ernst Bloch calls "the darkness of the living moment", it has not been possible to deal with recent international events in Portugal, Mozambique, Namibia, Zimbabwe, Angola and elsewhere in anything but a summary fashion. From the vantage point of scientific analysis the tumultuous happenings on the African continent between 1970 and the present day would certainly have required an additional chapter.

   This book is in the first place addressed to the South African revolutionaries who are attempting to build a free democratic order in South Africa, as well as to African students in the Social and Historical Sciences who are expected to make their own valuable contribution to African emancipation, both in theoretical inquiry and practical politics.

   Africa’s „wretched of the earth“ (Fanon), in their emancipatory endeavours aimed at overcoming the inhuman condition of underdevelopment, have a concrete, clearly identifiable interest - to view their history in terms of social awareness not as a frozen eternity of the past, but as an anticipated future, which yet remains to be shaped, or as a present fashioned by the work of man.
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Walking „with upright gait“ as a rational African always presupposes constructive criticism, in addition to self-criticism. This truism also ought to apply to the numerous legitimate (or even self-appointed) leaders of South African national emancipation movements, all the more so since the reality of apartheid is undoubtedly reflected in all emancipatory endeavours of South Africa, as illustrated by a multiplicity of liberation movements, all of which necessarily have their historical justification. Neither the African National Congress (ANC) nor the Unity Movement of South Africa (UMSA) are historically qualified to lay claim to hegemonic status of sole representation. In the final analysis this would be tantamount to an „apartheid of liberation“.

It is an undeniable fact, that, due to a certain lack of synchronization in South African history, which logically has produced different levels of political awareness in the various population groups, the numerous emancipation movements differ widely, both quantitatively and qualitatively, in their social and revolutionary impact. The fact, that some political organizations, which have been in existence for decades, may be described as backward and prone to political manipulation despite their numerical strength, cannot be ascribed to racial or mutageneous causes, but to concrete factors of socialization such as the life in reserves, „Bantu education“, press censorship, etc. Any political organization which historically reflects the subjective and objective needs of the oppressed working masses and tries to satisfy them in the present reality by means of revolutionary social action, stands a genuine chance, even in South Africa, of continuing the Socialist tradition of Amilcar Cabral’s PAIGC.

   It goes without saying that this work is not addressed to dogmatists, chauvinists or opportunists, and it will therefore be impervious to such aspersions as „Trotskyite“, „anti-Soviet“, „communist“, „anti-ANC“, „pro-UMSA“, which are mere unscientific extrapolations.

   In the course of the liberation process there is a need not only for the official history of South Africa to be rewritten, but particularly for certain notions which have gained currency in the Social Sciences, e.g. „Bantu“, „Bushman“, „Negro“, „Non-European“ etc., to be stripped of their colonial or Neo-Fascist connotation, or even for an entirely new terminology to be evolved. By and large I have used the designation „Africans“ - a term often restricted to the Blacks - as a collective term covering the Blacks (over 15 million), Coloureds (about 2.5 million), Indians (about 600.000) and Malays (over 50.000).*

--------------------

* Figures according to the 1970 census.
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In South Africa itself the term „Blacks“ tends to take more and more the same meaning as „Africans“ in the sense spelt out in the foregoing. Notions such as „Europeans“, „Whites“, „Boers“, „Britons“, etc. are used to denote the white population (about 3.8 million) of South Africa. In the absence of an exact class analysis of South Africa, terms such as „white proletariat“, „black peasantry“, „white colonial bourgeoisie“ etc. are only used as make-shift categories.

   In view of the special subject of this book, the political developments among the Coloureds, Indians, or Malays are only given marginal treatment. As „Africans“ striving for emancipation they are, however, an integral part of the subject of revolution in South Africa and will thus be dealt with at some length.

   There have been so far only a few fleeting attempts at evolving a revolutionary theory - which is a conditio sine qua non  for any successful guerrilla praxis geared to a given situation - within the peripheral Capitalism of South Africa. Such an attempt presupposes, among other things, a precise knowledge of present-day Imperialism and dependence theories, as well as of the socio-economic reality of Africa. Through their liberation struggle the South African revolutionaries in this imperialist sub-centre (also referred to as a „subsidiary metropolis“) are able to supply valuable praxis oriented contributions to the tactics and strategy of emancipation in highly industrialized societies. This scientific treatise should be understood as a modest contribution towards formulating a social theory, or more precisely a „theory of underdevelopment“, for South Africa.

For the advancement of this work in the form of scholarly advice, significant references and constructive criticism, I wish to thank above all my academic teachers, Professor Ernst Bloch (University of Tübingen) and Professor Iring Fetscher (University of Frankfurt on Main). I also owe a debt of gratitude to Professor Franz Ansprenger (Free University of Berlin) and Professor Ludwig Helbig (University College of Education, Ludwigsburg) for their suggestions, creative discussions and support. Last but not least, however, the praxical solidarity and concrete interest of my German and South African comrades-in-arms and my Political Science students at the Darmstadt Fachhochschule in the Federal Republic of Germany, have furthered and constructively influenced the first draft, revision, and supplementation of this book, leading to its present form.

Frankfurt/Main, Easter 1976.





Franz  J. T. Lee
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Second Foreword to the English Edition

As has been stated in the first foreword, written in 1976, at the time of Soweto and the Black Consciousness Movement, this work had been started in 1968, nearly 15 years ago. Due to the fact that the universal principle, "everything changes", also applies to this book and its author, it would be falsifying history to change its essence. In any case, applying the dialectical method, and the principles of dialectics, truth is not absolute, what was true yesterday, could be false tomorrow. This work is a result of revolutionary theory-praxis, and as such I offer it to our readers as an historic document, whose essential aspirations have not been realized as yet, and it has much to offer our comrades to assist them to follow the correct path of world revolutionary praxis.

Now, in 1983, South Africa is still on ‘the eve of social change’, but new latencies and tendencies have been set free, and the possibility of human emancipation from apartheid is more realistic than ever. A critical analysis of the historic events since Soweto would necessitate another book, but fortunately, over the last decade, excellent socialist analysis have been published, contrary to the pre-Sharpeville period, which very adequately could assist to bring this work up to date.

Meanwhile Angola, Mozambique and Zimbabwe have achieved political independence, based on economic dependence, and the success of the Namibian and South African revolutions, more than ever, depends on Soviet military assistance. What has been stated in Chapter 7 C., as early as 1970, still remains the pertinent question in South Africa:

„ ... a revolution initially conceived as a class struggle could easily degenerate into a race war pregnant with catastrophe. It will therefore be one of the most difficult tasks of a South African revolutionary party to design its programme of political enlightenment in such as a way as to prevent the race struggle in South Africa from superseding the class struggle and to vouchsafe their dialectical interconnection.“

That „revolutionary party“, in a true revolutionary sense, as expounded by Marx, Lenin or Trotsky, is still in embryo in South Africa, and the South African Revolution has still a long way to go, to become an intrinsic part of the African, and finally, the World Revolution.

Relevant contributions of the author to this work can be read in the following essays and papers:

    1. „El Porvenir Político de Zimbabue“ (El Nacional (Caracas), 27.02.1980);

    2. „Zimbabue: Al Amanecer de la Independencia comienza la Hora de la

        Esperanza“ (ibid., 22.03.1980);

    3. „La Política Exterior de EE.UU. en Africa Austral“ (ibid., 01.07.1980);

    4. „The  National  Question  in  South  Africa“  (Review of International

        Affairs, (Belgrade), 15.03.1980);

    5. „South Africa’s Nuclear Build-Up“, (ibid., 15.03.1980);

    6. „Raíces históricas y socio-económicas de la ideología del ‘racismo’:

        Sudáfrica y Guyana“, in Guyana Hoy (ed. R. G. de Romero, Corpoandes,

        Mérida, Venezuela, 1982);

    7. „Proletarian Internationalism, which  Special Reference to the South

        African Revolution“, Paper delivered to the Marx Centenary Conference,

        Ahmadu Bello University, Zaria, Nigeria, March 14-19, 1983.

    Reflections concerning the present stage of guerilla warfare in South Africa, and the technology of revolution, have been given in an interview, published in the „Cuadernos del Tercer Mundo“ (Mexico) of December, 1982.

Many things have been said and done many times, but each time they were again said or done, they were different and their authors have changed, too. In this revolutionary spirit, I hand over this work of youth to a revolutionary youth, who are the precursors of a Revolutionary Renaissance of the 21st Century.

Port Harcourt, Nigeria, July 31, 1983.



Franz J.T. Lee
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Chapter 1: Political Literature on South Africa

A:   Publications in the Federal Republic of Germany.

     The race or class conflict in the Republic of South Africa has become so strongly polarized in the last few decades, that neither protagonists nor opponents of apartheid are hardly even short of motivations to give vent to their apologetic or indignant feelings through both the spoken and written word. For this reason there exists sufficient political literature on the politics of apartheid in the English-speaking countries. Only during the last decade has this topic also attracted increasing attention in this country, prompted by the rapidly growing economic interest of the Federal Republic of Germany in Southern Africa.

     The literature of this topic which has so far appeared in German falls into two main categories: pro-  and anti-apartheid. On the one hand there are published numerous indictments, on the other even more writings in defence of apartheid (1) : Although its intentions are laudable, the critical literature is restricted to attacks on the system of the master race and to pointing out its brutality and inhumanity, thus testifying to the authors' lack of prejudice; in the final analysis, however, it does not provide any stringent, historical and politico economic analysis of South African society, failing in particular to come to grips in a scientific and critical manner with the concrete theories and the practice of African movements engaged in the social revolution.

     The majority of "experts on South Africa", recognized as scholars and scientists all over Western Europe and North America, adopt an unpolitical and moralizing stance, taking refuge in pedantry and sophistry.

--------------------

1 Cf. in this context the reviews of selected books on South Africa by Heribert Adam and Jürgen Harrer in Das Argument, Afrika zwischen Imperialismus und Sozialismus, Berlin. 12. Jhg., Nov. 1970, No. 718, p. 603-609. A summary of the West German interests in the Republic of South Africa can be found in: Ruth First, Jonathan Steele, Christabel Gurney, The South African Connection: Western Investment in Apartheid. (Harmondsworth: Penguin African Library), 1973, p.137-141.
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In actual fact they only attempt to defend the colonial fascist system in South Africa in order to give a new lease of life to the status quo, for it can hardly be expected that the presentation of the "race problem" as a "tragedy", "fateful question" or an "earthly paradise" should be adequate to illuminate, let alone eliminate, the intensely dramatic problems of an historical development stretching over a period of more than three hundred years.

     The Boer or Boerophile authors cherish such categories as "objectivity", "homeland", "God chosen people", "custodians of Western civilization", "racial purity", "separate development" or "Christian Nationalism".

 Most of the German authors are even more uncritical than the Boer ones. (2)  Hans Walther Hartmann, e.g., pretends to offer us "an open word about apartheid" with the result, that he chews the cud of the standard arguments supplied a hundredfold by the South African government without venturing a single new analysis worth mentioning of the problems involved. Another one, Peter Kleist, has set himself the life-time task of invoking the "Communist danger" in South Africa. The official South African publications in German, a major part of the Federal German press, and the brochures of private investors depict South Africa as a "land bathed in sunshine" for the following reasons:

 - Its climate, temperate and steady, is among the world's finest. People go

   for picnics with "Braaivleis", they make excursions and organize

   open air shows by day and night. A country for the gourmet, studded with

   good hotels.

 - South Africa opens new horizons for travelling. A land of contrasts in

   romantic juxtaposition to the wholesome atmosphere of European culture,

  --------------------

2 Cf. Hans Walther Hartmann, Südafrika. Geschichte - Wirtschaft - Politik (Stuttgart: W. Kolhammer. 1968); Peter Kleist, Südafrika, Land für Weiss und Schwarz (Göttingen: K. W. Schütz, 1963); Kurt Peter Klarfeld,Südafrika. Ein Farbbildwerk (Flensburg; Klarfeld Verlag, 1959). Also see the publication by Count Dönhoff, Drascher, Schütte, Rhodie, Hans Jenny and others.
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    where whites can enjoy looking at the fascinating life of the happy , peaceful

    natives. The Bantus, who function as picturesque extras amidst the exotic flora

    and fauna of South Africa, beam, sing and smile beatifically.

 -  South Africa is an investor's country, a country of exports, a buoyant

    subsidiary metropolis, a Capitalist country of the top-notch variety. In a

    nutshell, South Africa is a pure adventure.

     The political conclusions emanating from this image of society are, among others, that the policy of racial segregation is South Africa's ultima ratio, that the Africans do not contribute "with a whit of creative intellectual energy" to the country's prosperity, and that the failure of apartheid would spell "immeasurable disaster".

     Two German authors, who differ to some extent from those proponents of  Apartheid, attempt to analyse the racist society of South Africa by means of scientific sociological criteria. Heribert Adam (3) in his analysis uses three conceptual schemes: the theory of colonial Imperialism, the theory of Fascism and the model of totalitarianism. This is how he comes, among other things, to the conclusion, that South Africa is a "settler colony", a "democratic police state", and then goes on to pose the question how a racist society, ridden with such deep-seated conflicts, is able to function at all. He answers it by analysing this "new form of manipulated totalitarian domination" sociologically and showing that the system possibly embodies "one of the most effective patterns of national, oligarchic domination". But it is exactly in this approach that Adam's analytical weakness is laid bare. Although some of his theories might hold true as far as South Africa is concerned, their generalizing projection onto other modern forms of society is extremely questionable.

--------------------

3 Heribert Adam, Südafrika. Soziologie einer Rassengesellschaft (Frankfurt am Main: Suhrkamp 1969). English edition: Modernizing Racial Domination. The dynamics of South African Politics (Berkeley / Los Angeles / London: University of California Press 1971), reviewed by the author in Die dritte Welt, Cologne, No. 3, 1973, p., 355 sq. This review shows that Heribert Adam does not in any way defend the interests of the oppressed African population but turns out to be merely a defender of apartheid in a bourgeois democratic sheepskin, a typical "seminar Marxist". Cf. his review of Südafrika vor der Revolution? in: Die dritte Welt, op.cit., p.35.
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 It is sheer short-sightedness to maintain that under totalitarian types of authority the social contradictions inherent in the present late phase of capitalism can "by no means become resurgent any more". The stringency of many of Adam's theses cannot be disputed from a scientific point of view, but nonetheless we are far from sharing his resigned attitude vis-a-vis the South African revolution. "In contrast to these predictions, this study attempts to show that revolutionary change in South Africa - with mutual show of force exceeding the degree of coercion implicit in repressive laws - is unlikely to occur in the near future." (4)

     We can be grateful to Adam for having disillusioned many activists, pseudo revolutionaries and "guerrillas" with regard to the imminence of the revolution. However, a social revolution is not an annual event but a product of the laws of social development, which becomes a real possibility only through the conjunction of certain national and international historical factors, both objective and subjective. It is the task of this book to attempt an elucidation of these factors in their "latency" and "tendency" as defined by Ernst Bloch. Only in this way can we erase the nihilistic, almost fatalistic image of society painted by Adam for the benefit of the oppressed Africans.

     Adam goes even further to stress the integrative elements of apartheid policy and economic prosperity in South Africa. He states, "In South Africa there happens collectively what in psychoanalytic theory has become known, in Anna Freud's phrase, as 'identification with the aggressor'." As regards South Africa's economic growth, it should be observed that the growth rate has at no time modified the distribution of wealth between white and black. In like manner, the thesis that the Government's retribalization policy has been totally internalized by the Africans, lacks any foundation in fact. According to Adam, there exists no corporate feeling, no solidarity among them. At the same time, however, Adam registers opposite tendencies (and his book contains several such contradictions): the necessity of police terror, the disintegration of any consciousness of what is right and wrong in law, and the mounting African nationalism. The main defect of these analyses is the fact, that they are limited to judgements pertaining to

--------------------

4  H. Adam, Modernizing Racial Domination ... op.cit.; p.15.
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individual aspects. Adam's psychological, economic and political reflections remain isolated and thus produce their own inexplicable contradictions. From his choice of theoretical categories, which identify him as a product of the "Frankfurt School", it can, however, easily be inferred, that he considers the prospects for an alternative solution capable of transcending the system extremely bleak, if indeed he acknowledges their mere existence. He is, therefore, bound to characterize the policy of apartheid as an "end-means-rationality"; according to him, the purpose of "smooth control over cheap labour" (5) has been achieved, and the homestead of bondage completed. Theodor W. Adorno's concept of the "totally administrated prostrate society" is invoked and applied to South Africa.

     Bettina Decke (6) systematically tries to derive the system of apartheid directly from its structural link with British imperialism. She thus goes beyond the analysis of many authors who present the thesis, that South Africa's institutionalized racism is a product of the Boer petty bourgeoisie which refuses to be integrated into capitalism. She rightly detects traces of the British policy of divide et impera in its Boer varieties of baasskap or apartheid. In this wise she proves, that racism in South Africa functions as an instrument to defend political domination and material wealth, or foreign investors, and that the main conflict resides in the contradiction between the private appropriation of the means of production by the whites and the social production of this wealth by the black majority.

     The social conflicts which imperialism "generated by establishing capital and labour-intensive extractive industries in South Africa", the narrow-minded economic development as well as the "development of finishing industries pushed forward by the state" (7) led to the extreme socio-economic polarization of the working population which today can only be maintained by police terror.

--------------------

5 H. Adam, Südafrika... op.cit., p. 81

6 Bettina Decke, Industrialisierung und Herrschaft in Südafrika (Neuwied / Berlin: Luchterhand, 1972). Cf. also Bettina Decke, "Apartheid und sozioökonomische Entwicklung in Südafrika" in: Afrika heute, Bonn, 11/12, November 1974 / February 1975, pp. 35-40, and Bettina Decke / Tüllmann, Betrifft: Rhodesien. Unterdrückung und Widerstand in einer Siedlerkolonie. (Frankfurt am Main, Mega 1974)

7 Bettina Decke, op. cit., p. 5
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It thus becomes obvious, that there can be only one solution for the oppressed African majority in South Africa: emancipatory counter violence. Since Decke has limited herself in her book to a sociological analysis of the relationship between industrialization and domination in South Africa, she does not explicitly arrive at this conclusion, despite sporadic hints. In view of the fact that she negates in no way the possibility of liberation, her work, in contrast to Adam's analysis, is a welcome supplementation to the present study.

B: On the Historiography of the South African Liberation Movements

     There exists at the present moment no thorough scientific analysis of the South African liberation movements dealing systematically with all the political, social and religious factors, which have influenced them. Obviously this subject is not treated in South African schools and universities from the viewpoint of the Africans. Since 1800, various history books written by Boers, Englishmen and Africans have been reflecting the following interpretation of South African history:

 a) a British colonial one

 b) a British imperialist one

 c) a Boer Republican one

 d) a British liberal one

 e) an African revolutionary one

     Apart from the last two versions, South African historiographers in general tend to deal mainly with the history of the Europeans in South Africa. The social role of "non Europeans" and the economic, cultural and psychological aspects of their societies were only marginally treated. As late as the beginning of this century, the favourite image, under which the Africans were depicted in works of colonial history, was that of blood-thirsty cannibals, wild barbarians, cruel pagans, cattle thieves, vagabonds and aggressors. (8)

--------------------

8 Sidney R. Welch, a past master of this type of historiography, defined the native African population in the following terms: "truculent Kafirs", "most unpleasant tribes" "aggressive natives", "barbarians", "like monkeys", "like apes".

Cf. S.R. Welch, Portuguese Rule and Spanish Crown in South Africa, 1581-1640 (Cape Town and Johannesburg 1950), pp. 80, 86, 89, 92, 93, 96.
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Typical examples of the school of British colonial apologists are the works of Sidney R. Welch, Alexander Wilmot,  J.C. Chase, W. Holden, G. Gory, E.B. Watermeyer, H. Cloete and George McCall Theal. (9)

     Ever since the Berlin conference (1884), British historians in South Africa mostly dealt with the achievements and expansion of the British Empire. They supported the British annexation of Boer Republics and declared the "war of liberation" of the Boers a "Boer rebellion". The main representatives of this group were H.R. Haggard, John Nixon and A. Wilmot; they were radically anti-Boer and at the same time anti-African. (10) The British liberal interpretation of history is of the greatest interest for the present study, since it blazes the trail for the African revolutionary historiography.

     The British liberals and missionaries very early began to analyse the role of the conquered and integrated Africans in a future colonial capitalist society. Starting from the world economic crisis in 1929, they tried to show, that the history of South Africa is a product of the common social activity of Africans, Boers and English.

     In his book, Bantu, Boer and Briton (1920), W.M. Macmillan attempted to get to the economic root of the colour problem. He depicted the history of South Africa as a process of military subjugation of the Africans, in the course of which they lost their land and cattle, and subsequently were transformed into an urban proletariat deprived of rights, which could only offer its labour for sale. Land and work are the central concepts in Macmillan's historical analyses. It is amazing to see, how closely he approached the later analyses by the African revolutionary historians such as Isaac B. Tabata, Nosipho Majeke or "Mnguni".

--------------------

9  Cf. A. Wilmot and J.C. Chase, History of the Cape of Good Hope (London 1869).

M. Holden, History of the Colony of Natal, South Africa (London, 1855).

G. Cory, The Rise of South Africa , 6 vols. (London: Longmans, Green, 1910-1940)

E.B. Watermeyer, Three Lectures on the Cape of Good Hope under the Government of the Dutch East India Company (London 1857).

H. Cloete, Five Lectures on the Emigration of the Dutch Farmers (London 1856).

G. McCall Theal, History of South Africa, 1805-1884. 12 vols. (London: Allen and Unwin, 1888-1919).

10  H.R. Haggard, A History of the Transvaal (New York, 1899).

J. Nixon, The Complete History of the Transvaal (London 1885).

A. Wilmot, History of South Africa (London 1901).
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 J. S. Marais, a student of Macmillan’s, with his book, "Maynier and the First Boer Republic" (1944) and "The Cape Coloured People, 1652 - 1937" (1939), thoroughly sapped Theal´s authority by disproving many of his interpretations. He also debunked the race prejudices of the British colonial historiographers.

 C. W. de Kiewiet, Eric A. Walker and Alex Hepple have continued this liberal, enlightened tradition into the present. (11) De Kiewiet sums up his main insight as follows:

    "To the black man, not to the white man, does South African history owe its special significance ... The greatest social and economic fact in the history of the century is not gold or diamond mining, nor even agriculture, but the universal dependence upon black labour." (12)

     Alongside this interpretation of history, a Boer Republican version was developed. Its subject is the struggle of the ‘Voortrekkers’ and ‘Republicans’ against nature, British imperialists and ‘black barbarians’. But it also delves into the biographies of national heroes such as Piet Retief or Paul Krüger, and glorifies the mission of the Boers as a ‘people chosen by God’ to bring Christianity to the benighted blacks. The following representatives of this school have to be mentioned: S. J. du Toit, J. F. van Oordt, J. C. Voigt, G. S. Preller and J. H. Malan. (13)

--------------------

11  Cf. C.W. de Kiewiet, A History of South Africa (London/New York: Oxford University Press, 1957).

Eric A. Walker, A History of Southern Africa (London/New York: Longmans, Green, 1959).

Alex Hepple, South Africa - A Political and Economic History (London: Pall Mall Press, 1966).

F.A. Van Jaarsfeld, New Illustrated History for the Senior Certificate (Johannesburg: Voortrekkerpers, 1969).

N. Wilson and L.Thompson eds., The Oxford History of South Africa. Vol.1 (London: Oxford University Press, 1969).

L. Marquard, The Story of South Africa (London: Faber, 1966).

E.H. Brookes and C. de B. Webb, A History of Natal (Pietermaritzburg: University of Natal Press, 1965).

12  Cf. C.W. de Kiewiet, The Imperial Factor in South Africa (Cambridge: University Press, 1937), p.1 sq. Also cf. F.A. van Jaarsfeld, The Afrikaner’s Interpretation of South African History, (Cape Town, Simondium Publishers, 1964), p. 116-165.

13  Cf. S.J. du Toit. Die Geskiedenis van ons Land in die Taal van ons Volk, Amsterdam 1877.

J.F. van Oordt, Paul Kruger en de Opkomst der Zuid-Afrikaansche Republiek. Amsterdam 1898.

J.C. Voight, Fifty Years of the History of the Republic in South Africa. 1795-1845. (2 Vols.), (London: T.F. Unwin, 1899).

G.S. Preller, Piet Retief, (Pretoria, 1912).

J.H. Malan, Boer en Barbaar, (Amsterdam, 1913).
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In 1958, F. A. van Jaarsfeld, professor at the ‘Rand Afrikaans University’, summed up the view of history of the Boer nationalist school as follows:

    "Generally, the Afrikaner’s approach to history is introspective and apologetic. The Bantu has no real place in his image of the past other than as the foe during the Trekker and Republican periods, whilst the role assigned to the English-speaking is much more that of the persecutor of the Afrikaner than that of the builder of the country." (14)

 Taking their cue from the British liberal school, African historians began around 1950 to contribute to South African historiography. As early as towards the end of the First World War, S. M. Molema wrote an ethnographic and historical study of the various indigenous peoples in South Africa. (15) This book, however, having been written in Scotland, generally does not reflect the British liberal point of view. In 1952 the author in a further book entitled "Three Centuries of Wrong" tried to draw a parallel between the Boer and African struggles for freedom. In other writings, he discussed the struggle of the Boers against the British imperialism, against „tyranny and oppression“, and warned his Boer contemporaries from forgetting, that „the subjected and oppressed of today might become the ruler and legislator of tomorrow“. (16)

    Nosipho Majeke and ‘Mnguni’ (17) pursued this view of history with even greater consistency. Their books distinctly show the Marxist imprint. Majeke was close to the „Spartacus Club“; ‘Mnguni’ was a member of the „Fourth International Organization of South Africa“ (FIOSA). Both were influenced by Trotsky’s teaching. They analysed the class struggle in South Africa and its manifestations in terms of social revolution, not considering historical science an end in itself but a basis of action enabling the oppressed to change society.

--------------------

14  Cf. F. A. van Jaarsveld, paper read at the „Fourth Congress for the Advancement of Philosophy“, 6 February 1958, published in Communications of the University of South Africa,vol.6, Pretoria 1958. Cf. also F.A. van Jaarsveld, New Illustrated History... pp. 65-89.

15  S. M. Molema, The Bantu - Past and Present (Edinburgh: W. Green & Son, 1920).

16  Cf. S. M. Molema, essay in The Bantu World, Johannesburg, 11 October, 1952, and 18 October, 1952. See also by the same author Three Centuries of Wrong  (Cape Town: Melanchton Publishers, 1952).

17  Nosipho Majeke, The Role of the Missionaries in Conquest (Wynberg, Capetown 1952.)

‘Mnguni’, A History of South Africa. 3 vols. (Cape Town: 1952).
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    ‘Mnguni’ writes as follows:

"The purpose of this history is to expose the process of conquest, dispossession, enslavement, segregation and disenfranchisement of the oppressed non Europeans of South Africa in order that the oppressed as a whole will understand better how to transform the status quo into a society worth living in." (18)

    Nosipho Majeke, (19) at present a member of the executive of the „Unity Movement“, in analysing the processes set in motion by colonialism and imperialism in South Africa, considers them instrumental in changing both the objective social structure and the consciousness of the Africans, thus tending to transform the objects of imperialist policy into politically conscious subjects:

    "Capitalism has shattered tribalism and destroyed the social relationships that go with it; ... the very forces that destroyed tribalism are welding the people together - people who have common disabilities and common experience and who are inspired with a common aspiration. ... it will be their historic task to build on South African soil a true democracy." (20)

    The first attempts at presenting a history of the South Africa liberation movements were made by Isaac B. Tabata, Edward Roux, and Mary Benson. (21)  I. B. Tabata, formerly a member of the „Spartacus Club“, is now  the leader of the „Unity Movement“. Edward Roux was a member of the SACP and sympathized with the „African National Congress“ (ANC); Mary Benson can be counted among the English liberal school, which dealt exclusively with the history of the „Congress“ movement. The writings of the above mentioned authors are, however, primarily intended to make known, or project, the respective movements to which they lend support and for this reason tend to be sketchy and often one-sided.

--------------------

18  ‘Mnguni’, op.cit., Introduction, p.1.

19  A pseudonym of Dora Taylor.

20  Nosipho Majeke, The Role of the Missionaries..., p. 140.

21  Isaac B. Tabata, The All African Convention; The Awakening of the People. (Johannesburg: People’s Press, 1950).

Edward Roux, Time Longer Than Rope. (Madison/Milwaukee/London: University of Wisconsin Press, 1966).

Mary Benson, The Struggle for a Birthright. (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1964).

One of the latest works following this line is: A. Lerumo, Fifty Years. The Communist Party of South Africa. 1921 -1971. (London, Inkululeko, 1971.)
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Other authors such as Gwendolen M. Carter, Alex Hepple, Matthew Nkoana, Kenneth Jordaan, F.  Mühlenberg, Leo Kuper, et al., have made valuable contributions to an understanding of the African freedom movement, although their works are also incomplete. (22) Hence it is necessary to make this history as comprehensive as possible. In view of the uncommonly problematic nature of the subject, it cannot, however, lay claim to completeness, let alone impartiality or even aloofness. The subsequent historical sketch should merely serve as a guide-line and a medium expressing the revolutionary impact of Socialist thought on the national liberation movements in South Africa and Namibia.

--------------------

22  See also the writings by Barbara Rogers, Peter Randall, Colin Legum, Sean Cervasi, Ruth First, Markus Braun, Abdul S. Minty, Rosalynde Ainslie, Hilda Bornstein, Albie Sachs, Francis Wilson, Hans W. Florin, and Ludwig Helbig (see Bibliography).
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Chapter 2: Concerning the History of the South African Liberation Movement

             "To chase the white men from the earth

              and drive them to the sea.

              The sea that cast them up at first

              For AmaXhosa’s curse and bane

              Howls for the progeny she nursed

              To swallow them again." (1)

                                                        Makana (1818)

 Up to the present day there still does not exist any scholarly historical analysis of the South African liberation movement. (2) It goes without saying that the present South African historiographers do not deal with this subject. Schools and universities are compelled to conform to the requirements of the white power elite. It would be illogical to expect the African freedom struggle against white domination and economic exploitation to figure on the syllabus. For the established educational system, being an instrument of oppression, finds itself in marked contrast to the aims of the freedom movement motivated by emancipatory interests and a concern with the social revolution. Thus the historical sciences in South Africa are totally subordinated to the economic and ideological interests of the policy of apartheid and Western imperialism. The then Minister of Native Affairs, Dr. Verwoerd, in a statement to the South African Senate in June 1954, pointed out:

     „The school must equip him (the native) to meet the demands which the

     economic life of South Africa will impose upon him [...]

     It is therefore necessary that native education should be controlled in

     such a way, that it should be in accordance with the policy of the

     State.“ (3)

--------------------

1  A stanza from the war song of the legendary AmaXhosa chief Makana, who during the fifth war of conquest of British imperialism (1818-19) fought fiercely against the colonial armies with guerrilla units organized on supra regional lines. Translated by Thomas Pringle in „Makana’s Gathering“.

2  i.e., an exact historical analysis of the African freedom struggle against European colonial domination from 1652 to the present.

3  Quoted from Brian Bunting, The Rise of the South African Reich. (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1964), p. 206.
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Since, however, most historical works that deal with the subject of South Africa are based on official sources and materials of South African origin, it is obvious, that they make short thrift of the African resistance movement. Nonetheless, some white South African historians or writers have attempted a description of the black freedom struggle. Their analyses are, however, marred by errors and inconsistencies which are due to both, subjective and objective factors.

    It was not until 1950 that African historians also engaged in an analysis of the class and race conflicts besetting South African history. That viewed it as a process, in which such diverse economic systems as a subsistence economy and capitalism confronted each other and subsequently clashed. For these authors (4), the history of South Africa is the history of the African freedom struggles. Their works in most cases remain fragmentary, and their approach is characterized by a spirit of partisanship, which determines the direction and content of their cognitive endeavours cum ira et studio and makes a political stance part and parcel of the process of scientific research.

 Taking its cue from such pioneering ventures, this study proposes to show, that since the early Twenties, Marxism (5) has exerted a positive, sociologically relevant influence on the South African liberation movement, conductive to the advancement of the social revolution (6), and in short, has functioned both as an instrument for explaining social conflicts as well as a decisive social catalyst.

--------------------

4  e.g. M. Molema, Three Centuries of Wrong, 1952; ‘Mnguni’, A History of South Africa, 1952, Nosipho Majeke, The Role of the Missionaries... , 1952, and Isaac B. Tabata,  The Awakening..., 1950.

5  The South African Marxist leaders were trained in the „South African Communist Party“ (1921), the „Lenin Club“ (1928), the „Spartacus Club“ (1934), and the „Fourth International Organization of South Africa“ (1934).

6  Especially in the „All African Convention“ (1936), the „Unity Movement“ (1943), and the „African People’s Democratic Union of Southern Africa“ (1961).
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    Since this influence, however, has to be ascribed in the final analysis to the freedom struggle of the oppressed Africans all through their centuries old history of conquest and exploitation, first by European colonialism, then by imperialism, we first have to outline the salient historical developments ever since the total military defeat of the African peoples. As far as the material available to us permits, we shall attempt to deal with aspects of the following four phases of the South African freedom struggle relevant to our work: (7)

    A - The transitional period after the military conquest, 1880-1910.

    B - The political struggle for democratic and civil rights within the existing

          capitalist society, 1910-1943.

    C - The „United Front“, an attempt at an all embracing organization,

         1943-1960.

    D - The development towards violent resistance, since 1960.

A) The Transitorial Period (1880-1910)

 The colonial wars against the indigenous people of Southern Africa lasted for more than two centuries. (8) During the phase of colonial aggression hundreds of thousands of blacks were massacred or robbed of their land and cattle under the auspices of „Western civilization“. Their military might was totally broken.

--------------------

7  Since the history of the freedom struggle, which forms the essential basis of the present study, has hardly ever been taken into account by European historians, it will have to be treated here at some length.

8  i.e., from the first „Hottentot War“ (1658) to the last „Herero War“ (1907).
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An indirect result of colonization is the atomization of African life. The structure of traditional African society, which, in terms of function, content, and value of work, was comparatively egalitarian and homogeneous, disappeared. It was replaced by a differentiated structure of the world of labour organized along authoritarian lines, which is completely cut off from the values and requirements of the black sub-proletariat. While in tribal society work was always carried out visibly and recognizably within a practical context, where the worker or his group themselves consumed the result of their labour, (9) the African integrated into the capitalist system works for a society which repels him, i.e. reduces him to his mere productive function.

    The traditional African tribal system was destroyed by the capitalist mode of production imposed from outside. The entire way of life of the indigenous was disrupted. Barter trade was replaced by a monetized economy, industrial wage labour took the place of cattle rearing and agriculture on communal lands in a subsistence economy, the priest and the doctor were substituted for the medicine man. Ancient tribal kinship bonds and forms of organization were dissolved. Only secondary elements of traditional society managed to survive in isolated areas.

 The historian Nosipho Najeke sums up this process of disintegration as follows:

    "Capitalism has shattered tribalism and destroyed the

      social relationships that go with it; it has broken the

      old tribal bonds, but it has created new ties that bind

      men together in a much wilder unity." (10)

--------------------

9  Cf. D.M. Goodfellow, Principles of Economic Sociology. The Economics of Primitive Life as Illustrated from the Bantu Peoples of South Africa. (London: G. Routledge and Sons, 1939) pp. 85 sq.

10  Nosipho Majeke (pseudonym), The Role of the Missionaries..., p. 140.
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    In the same measure as the traditional society was gradually destroyed, the process of integration into the new society gained momentum. I.B. Tabata considers the adoption of new methods in the freedom struggle an essential element of this process:

    "The end of the last century brought to a close one

    phase of the struggle of the African people. It had

    been a struggle waged in military form against conquest

    by what was then the invader. It had been a struggle in

    defence of land. The beginning of the twentieth century

    opened up a new phase of struggle - a political form of

    struggle." (11)

    The „Bambata Rebellion“ (12) in Natal in 1906 was the last armed rebellion of the blacks against colonial domination organized in traditional lines. Since that date no further organized military undertakings, either on a regional or a national level, directed against the white colonizers, took place. (13) From  time to time there occurred local flare-ups labelled „native unrest“, „native disturbance“ or „native discontent“ by the government; they were thus seen as signs of recalcitrance and maladjustment and ruthlessly dealt with.

    The Boer Wars (1899-1902) and the First World War gave Africans an objective chance to shake off their their colonial oppressors on a nation-wide scale. The South African colonial armies were either politically divided or engaged in the war between the imperialist powers. At that time, however, the African masses had not yet evolved any political consciousness, let alone a socio-economic awareness of capitalist realities, which are indispensable preconditions for a solidary social revolution.

    In 1844 the anti-British Voortrekkers (14) had founded the Republic of Transvaal, and four years later the Orange Free State. These Boer republics were characterized by a feudalistic --------------------

11  Isaac B. Tabata, The All-African Convention..., p. 7.

12  In 1906 twelve African resistance fighters who had protested against the colonial dispossession of land as well as the pass and tax system were publicly sentenced to death and shot by British government troops. During the ensuing protest demonstration, 4.000 Zulus were massacred. Cf. E. Roux, Time Longer than Rope..., pp. 94 sq.

13  i.e. apart from regionally limited guerrilla operations since 1960. For the manner in which the Whites in South Africa view such operations see Al J. Venter, The Terror Fighters. A Profile of Guerrilla Warfare in Southern Africa. (Cape Town/Johannesburg: Purnell, 1969).

14  i.e. the Boer feudal lords. Of course, feudalism of the West European type as a specific type of social organization had never existed in South Africa.
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economic structure, which was, however, dealt a decisive blow when gold was discovered at the Witwatersrand in 1866, firstly by the rise of a potential mining labour force, secondly by the increase in agricultural production as a result of the appearance of a new body of consumers, the uitlanders, (15) and thirdly by the accumulation of capital in the hands of a few farmers and traders - but also of the State.

    Within the areas of influence of Boer „feudalism“ the blacks were expropriated by force. Unless they were murdered (16) or fled (17), they were compelled to live under the conditions imposed by the Boers. Slavery was abolished, and the remaining blacks were reduced to the status of cheap labour deprived of any rights. Within this context the Boer variety of serfdom takes on special importance: the dispossessed blacks were permitted to settle as „squatters“ on Boer farmland in order to supply regular services. Other Africans were pushed back into barren wastes, the so-called „reserves“ - in actual fact reservoirs of cheap labour - where they were unable to subsist by merely relying on the traditional means of reproduction, that is, land and cattle:

    "That, of course, was one of the prime objectives of driving the

    Africans off the land into restricted areas: to force as many as possible

    to work outside the land available to them. Land alienation transformed

    self-supporting peasants into squatters, tenant farmers or migrant

    labourers on the settlers’ farms, or drove them to the mines and cities in

    search of work." (18)

--------------------

15  i.e. foreigners. From all over Europe and America adventurers, traders, gamblers and financiers rushed to this new Eldorado. Within the shortest possible time they formed 70% of the white population of the Republic of Transvaal.

16  e.g. in the wars against Chief Mzilikazi, 1847-1848.

17  across the Limpopo River into what become Rhodesia.

18  W. A. Hunton, Decision in Africa. (New York: International Publishers 1960), p. 29.
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Starting from 1886 thousands of blacks were employed as unskilled labour in the gold industry at the Witwatersrand. A representative of one of the monopoly societies commented on the procurement of a cheap labour force as follows:

    "If every kaffir could be traced; if it could be told whether they

    have been registered before or been in the service of a company, then we

    would have control over them." (19)

    In order to keep the wage level for blacks low, the participants of the conference agreed that „a constant and abundant supply of native workers is necessary.“ (20) The same exponent of mining capital (21) emphasized the importance of controlling the black labour force:

    "If we had complete control over the native labour, we would teach

    the kaffirs to do all lower forms of work that are now done by white men.

    You would have more mines at work ... and the man who had invested his

    money in the mines would receive greater dividends." (22)

 All laws passed since 1866, which overtly or covertly referred to the Africans, aimed either at accelerating the influx of black labour to the mines or at subjecting the workers to strict controls. Apart from the intervention of the state, the mining industry set up its own institutions

--------------------

19  See: The Mining Industry. Evidence and Report of the Industrial Commission of Enquiry. Witwatersrand Chamber of Mines, Johannesburg 1897, p. 44.

20  The Mining Industry... , p. 256.

21  Mr. Sidney J. Jennings, General Manager of the ‘Crown Reef Gold Mining Company’.

22  The Mining Industry... p. 44.
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designed to solve the problem of labour demand and the control and discipline of the workers, with recruitment agencies (23) and compounds. (24)

    The destruction of the traditional African society with a view to impelling the African to offer his labour for sale was tantamount to integrating him into the South African economy. Today the most radical tenet of apartheid, with the total geographical separation of black and white, has turned out to be unworkable because of the economy’s dependence on black wage labourers.

    While the beginnings of English colonial rule at the Cape of Good Hope and in Natal were distinguished by violence and aggression similar to that of the Boers, the English around the middle of the 19th century began to administer the „pacified blacks“ on „liberal“ lines. A qualified, that is, restricted franchise was introduced. (25) Liberalism as a political principle akin to the classical English model was, however, an impossibility in the colonial imperialist context of South Africa. Its basic tenet of economic competition existed neither on the level of production nor in the labour marked.

    Diamond mining had rapidly developed into a monopolistic industry, (26) while gold mining, with a few negligible exceptions, was controlled by six combined finance and investment houses (27) consolidated in the „Transvaal Chamber of Mines“ (1889). The Chamber of Mines introduced

--------------------

23  The „Witwatersrand Native Labour Association“ and the „Native Recruiting Organization“.

24  These are the strictly supervised camps where male migratory workers live and sleep during the term of their contract. Also cf. Ch. Leubuscher, Der südafrikanische Eingeborene als Industriearbeiter und Stadtbewohner. (Jena: Gustav Fischer, 1931), pp. 61 sq. For an assessment of the present labour conditions in the Republic of South Africa, also cf. Alex Hepple, South Africa: Workers under Apartheid. (London: Christian Action Publication, July 1971) p. 10 - 24; Francis Wilson, Migrant Labour in South Africa. (Johannesburg: SPRO CAS 1972), p. 1-6.

25  This was further restricted in 1892 by the introduction of a so called civilization test“, while the property qualification was raised from £25 sterling to £75. Up till 1936 only one black person in the colony of Natal had passed this test.

26  The "De Beers Consolidated Mines Ltd.“ holds the monopoly in diamond mining.

27  Cf. H.J. Frankel, Capital Investment in Africa. (London: Oxford University Press, 1938), p. 84.
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fixed wages for the gold industry and organized a central recruitment agency which supplied African labour to all gold mines, thereby eliminating any competition for the „production factor labour“. That factor, far from being firmly established, still had to be constituted by the destruction of the African subsistence economy, i.e. the separation of African peasants and pastoralists (28) from their means of production. This necessitated rigorous political interventions in the existing African socio-economic structures.

    The expediency of combining economic and political power was exemplified by the position of Cecil John Rhodes, who at the end of the 19th century was holding the post of managing director both with „De Beers Consolidated Mines Ltd.“ (diamonds) and „Consolidated Goldfields Ltd.“, while at the same time being in control of the chartered „British South African Company“. In addition, he was appointed Prime Minister of the Cape Colony in 1890.

    To achieve the maximum efficiency and profitability of all South African mines, all that remained to be done by the British after their military victory over the Africans and their economic defeat of the Boers, was the seizure of political control in the Boer Republics.

    Between 1895 and 1899 Rhodes, in collaboration with German imperialism, (29) created the political conditions (30) enabling him to declare war on the Boers. With a cruelty reminiscent of the treatment formerly meted out to the blacks, the Boers were now slain, starved and interned in concentration camps throughout the war (1899-1902). After the defeat of the Boers, however, the English in their policy vis-à-vis the vanquished, adopted a policy of „peaceful integration“ - a precondition of economic stability. Thus the future transition from the British divide et impera to the Boer apartheid was initiated. (31)

-------------------

28  Within the strict terminology of the Social Sciences we can in this case obviously neither speak of „peasants“ in the classical European nor in the traditional African sense. Cf. in the same context the highly interesting essay by John Saul, „African Peasants and Revolution“, in: Review of African Political Economy. (London) No. 1, 1974, pp. 41 - 68.

29  Emperor William II, the Boers’ former ally, left President Krüger in the lurch during the conflict. Cf. G.W.F. Hallgarten, Der Imperialismus vor 1914. vol. I, (München: Beck, 1963).

30  On 29 Dec. 1895 Rhodes supported his friend, Dr. Jameson, in his direct military aggression against the Transvaal Boers. However, Jameson’s raid ended in defeat, and the expected uprising of the „Uitlanders“ did not take place.

31  However, the British underestimated Boer nationalism and the rabid master race mentality of the Boers.
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          I. B. Tabata sums up this process as follows:

    "As soon as the Boers were defeated, however, the British

    found it expedient to rehabilitate them and paid reparations

    to the vanquished. They needed the Boers to act as super-

    visors over the millions of potential Black workers and as

    guardians over the investments of British Imperialism.

    With the Act of Union in 1910 the Boers were placed on a

    footing of political equality as co-rulers of the country." (32)

B) The Political Awakening of the Africans (1910 - 1943).

    Since the foundation of the Union of South Africa the overriding problem facing the dominant group had been to solve the so-called native question, i.e., to procure a sufficient number of consenting cheap black labour for the mines, the farms, and finally the processing industry. (33)

    The „native question“ had two clearly discernible aspects: on the one hand, there was a need to transform the Africans into a wage proletariat, which meant at the same time that they had to be integrated into capitalist conditions of production. For this purpose, the government introduced diverse taxes as well as the pass system and pursued an agricultural policy that was to become characteristic of South Africa. (34) On the other hand any emancipatory integration of the Africans into the new capitalist society had to be avoided as far as possible. Emancipatory integration means a process by which the proletarianized Africans might have been freed from their intended status as a mass of cheap, unskilled or semi-skilled wage labourers devoid of any civil or property rights with the aid of modern education or through the organization of effective political and economic pressure groups.

1. From forms of tribal organization to national political movements.

    In protest against the pass laws, the system of taxation and the expropriation of land, against racial discrimination and economic exploitation and in the face of an incontrovertible process of dissolution affecting their traditional tribal societies, Africans began to found their first modern organizations. Around 1900, black organizations aiming at federations of tribes, such as „Imbumda ya Manyama“ or „Ingqungqunthela ye-Zizwe“, arose in the Northern parts of South Africa. (35)

 --------------------

32  I.B. Tabata, The Pan African Congress Venture in Retrospect. (Queenstown: A „Non-European Unity Movement“ Pamphlet, 1st Sept. 1960), p. 2.

33  Economic profit interests were given precedence over British philantrophy. The „native question“ at that period had nothing to do with the possibility of a social revolution.

34  Cf. Chapter IV.

35  The first tribal organization, „Imbumba Yama Afrika“, was founded in the Eastern Cape in 1882.
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    Their membership was recruited from fragments of African tribes led by some particularly outstanding African, who had distinguished himself through his opposition to the colonial system and thus acquired charismatic features. These organizations were not, however, modern political movements defined by rationality of ends and means. Their inherent differences, engendered by the multiplicity of existing ethnic units, often enough proved stronger than their common anti-colonial objective, and they fell into disarray.

    The Coloureds, having a long tradition of political activity, (36) developed an up-to-date type of organization more rapidly. (37) As early as 1902, together with the Cape Malays, they founded the „African Political Organization“ (APO) in Cape Town. (38)

    Seven years later, the APO, which was conceived as a national non-white movement, already had more than 100 branches in the whole of South Africa. The APO did not, however, succeed in gaining access to black groupings, whether workers, peasants or intellectuals, and not even the Indians could be roused. It thus remained the political organization of the socially isolated coloured intelligentsia.

    The Indians likewise became politically active relatively early. Mahatma Gandhi achieved special prominence in the process of activating their political awareness, while at the same time gaining the experience which later led to his policy of non-violence.

    In 1850, thousands of Indians had been imported to South Africa as labourers for the sugar plantations in Natal. Upon the expiry of their contracts the majority of these so-called coolies decided to stay on in South Africa to work as „hawkers, market-gardeners, domestic servants etc.“ (39)

  To start from 1880, numerous Indian traders and businessmen immigrated to the colonies of Natal and Transvaal. These Indians, in whose country British colonialism had destroyed a highly developed manufacture, (40) and who were already conversant with the capitalist principle of competition, worked quickly, skilfully and at cheap rates.

    For this reason, an anti-Indian movement soon arose, especially among the white petty bourgeoisie, and rapidly gained influence. In 1893 the Indians were debarred from the Natal parliament. In addition, a poll tax for Indians was introduced. In 1896 the Indians in Natal were disenfranchised. (41) In Transvaal they were deprived of their citizenship as early as 1885. In this manner the colonial overlords hoped to be able to compel the Indians to return to their country.

--------------------

36  As early as 1853 they fought for their enfranchisement in the Cape province.

37  It was precisely among the „coloured“ that Marxist theories first gained influence, e.g. in the „Spartacus Club“, the „Lenin Club“, the „Fourth International Organization of South Africa“, or the „Teachers’ League of South Africa“.

38  Later renamed „African People’s Organization“ and led by a coloured man, Dr. A. Abdurahman. See also Kenneth A. Jordaan, „The Coloureds Play Their Full Part“, in Africa and the World. No. 12, London, September 1965, pp. 38-40.

39  E. Roux, Time longer than rope, p. 101.

40  P.A. Baran, Political Economy of Growth, (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1957), p. 144 sq.

41  In 1895 the population of the Natal colony was made up of about 400.000 blacks, 80.000 Indians and only 40.000 whites, mostly English.
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    In 1893 Mahatma Gandhi visited Natal and thus became acquainted with the policy of racial discrimination. He was soon elected spokesman of the Natal Indians and in 1894 founded the „Natal Indian Congress“. (42) Two years later he narrowly escaped lynching by an anti-Indian white mob. Only a policeman managed to save the originator of non-violent resistance from a deadly hail of stones!

    During the Boer War the pacifist philosopher Gandhi, who had been preaching the „weapon of love“, called upon the exploited Indians to support the Boer feudalists against England. In 1906, however, during the „Bambata Rebellion“, Gandhi changed his political stance by siding with the British crown and urging the Zulus to put up non-violent resistance against the well-armed government troops; nonetheless four thousand of them were mown down. In spite of their loyalty towards the British the Indians as from 1906 on, were treated like pariahs by the successive British and Boer governments.

    As early as 1906 the compulsory pass system was also made to apply to the Indians in Transvaal, then a British colony. To counteract this government measure, Gandhi organized a passive resistance campaign among the Indians, which incidentally found the support of the Chinese contract labourers. He also travelled to London with the intention of having the so-called Black Act repealed. But neither his passive resistance campaign nor all his petitions and resolutions could prevail against the rule of British monopoly capital. (43) Only one year later in 1907, the „Black Act“ was ratified by the British parliament. Gandhi himself was arrested, marched through the streets in handcuffs and then jailed.

    In the following year the main political exponent of British imperialism, General J.C. Smuts, promulgated the „Transvaal Immigrants Restriction Bill“, which did not even authorize Indians to travel to, let alone settle in, the Transvaal. Another five years later (1913) the Union government denied all non-Christians, which meant in particular the Indians, the legalization of their marriages. The result was a new wave of Gandhian resistance. For the first but also the last time Gandhi was able to register a temporary success for his policy in South Africa. In the face of unflagging protests Smuts saw himself compelled to abolish the poll tax for Indians, and to guarantee the legitimacy and protection of their marriages.

    Although obviously there could not be any question of a social revolution in South Africa at the beginning of the present century, it stands to reason that neither Gandhian pacifism nor British liberalism have brought the oppressed African majority in South Africa even a single step closer to their objective of a democratic social order. On the contrary, it enabled the fascistic Boer governments to institute a police state. In India itself Gandhi’s policy did not have any noteworthy success since even today millions of Indians live below starvation line or die of malnutrition.

--------------------

42 It was there that Gandhi evolved  his Satyagraha programme, the so-called „soul-force“ doctrine.

43 Nonetheless the Indian „Congress Party“ was to apply Gandhi’s political methods up to 1960.
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    It is true, India obtained its independence, among other factors, through the pressures of the Gandhi-led „Non-Cooperation Movement“ and the principle of „civil disobedience“, but his policy of non-violence not only aimed at formal independence but also at a pacified classless society. In this respect, however, his policy failed, being in principle conceived as an alternative to the class struggle. (44)

    In the USA this policy, symbolized by Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., who was shot dead by a racial fanatic on 5th April, 1968, also failed to bring about a solution to the social problems of Afro-Americans.

    Nevertheless, Gandhi exerted a decisive influence on the South African liberation movement. (45) As A matter of fact, Gandhi and Marx split the freedom struggle into two political camps which for decades fought one another bitterly. Since 1960, however, the fundamental superiority of the „sword of ethics“ over the „sword of violence“ has no longer been an accepted tenet in the South African political life. (46) The year 1912 saw the foundation of the first political organization of the blacks on European lines. The „South African National Congress“ (SANC) (47) was organized at the national level, while its membership was recruited on an individual basis.

Although the „Congress“ had decided as a general principle to break with the tribal past, (48) a certain measure of thinking along ethnic lines still survived within the movement for a long time. (49) It adopted Gandhi’s political theories and resistance methods aiming at reform within the capitalist status quo. The political activity of the „Congress“ centred around the struggle against national oppression. (50)

    „Congress“ leaders such as Dr. P. Ka I. Seme, Rev. J. L. Dube, Solomon T. Plaatje or

W. Rubusana, who, from an historical point of view, considered the new British capitalist social system relatively progressive, as compared with Boer feudalism and African tribal organization, still hoped that social equality and political freedom could be achieved by the peaceful means of parliamentary democracy. (51) The earlier resolutions and petitions of the A.N.C. are, therefore, very moderate, liberal and loyal both in tone and substance. For the same reason the early African nationalism, while being anti-imperialist, is not anti-capitalist. (52)

--------------------

44  Cf. R. Segal, The Crisis of India, (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1965), p. 186 sq.

45  Starting from the 1920’s the British Liberals and missionaries, and from the 1940’s the Stalinists, joined forces with the „Congress“ movement.

46  O. Wolff, Indiens Beitrag zum neuen Menschenbild, (Hamburg: Rowolt, 1957), p. 57.

47  Later abridged to the „African National Congress“ (A.N.C.)

48  L. Kuper, An African Bourgeoisie, (New Haven: Yale U.P., 1965), p. 368.

49  These tribal influences were particularly noticeable among the old „Congress“  leadership and it contributed to the fact that by 1934 the A.N.C. was virtually dead from a political point of view.

50  Later in the A.A.C. (1935) political activity was directed against national oppression and economic exploitation.

51  After Sharpeville (1960) no African leader believes in this possibility any more.

52  The Africans were opposed to the imperialist ravaging of human lives, land and cattle while appreciating the glorious bourgeois-democratic postulates of the French Revolution.
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    Before 1920 the number of educated Africans was negligible. Hence the organizational and bureaucratic as well as educational work within the A.N.C. was mainly in the hands of British liberals and missionaries. For decades the influence of their political thinking obstructed any militant mass action in the sense of a social revolution. Historically speaking, however, the „Congress“ marked a significant step forward for the liberation movement.

    The Land Act (1913), which even more unambiguously than the „Glen Grey Act“ of 1894 restricted the Africans’ right of land ownership to bleak, overcrowded reserves, thus legalizing the land robbery of the whites, drove thousands of blacks from all parts of South Africa into the „Congress“. (53) The leaders of the „Congress“ tried to unite the African people through a supra regional newspaper, Abantu-Batho. The organ increasingly reflected the political awakening of the blacks. Slogans such as „Vuk, Africa!“ and „Mayibuy i Africa!“ (54) sprang to life.

     The first World War also made an impact on the South African liberation struggle. Although there was little fighting in South Africa itself, (55) the blacks were allowed to join the „Native Labour Corps“. (56)

    S. M. Molema commented, „...Bantu chiefs throughout South Africa have also contributed generously to the various war funds.“ (57)

In 1916 thousands of Sothos, Zulus, Bechuanas, Fingoes and Xhosas were shipped to France. On 21st February, 1917, the French ship Mendi hit a mine near the Isle of Wight - seven hundred Africans died. (58)

On 10th July, 1917 the British King, George V, paid homage to the black South African defenders of the British Empire in the following words:

    "I have much pleasure in seeing you who have travelled so

    far over the sea to help in this great war. ... This work

    of yours is second only in importance to that of my sailors

    and soldiers who are baring the brunt of the battle. But

    you are also part of my great armies which are fighting for

    liberty and freedom." ... (59)

 The African „sumpter-mule“ had learned a great deal while abroad, particularly in France. In Europe he did not need to feel embarrassed because of his colour, he did not have to carry his pass or pay poll tax.

--------------------

53  Cf. Albert Luthuli, Let My People Go, (London: Collins, 1962), p. 89 sq.

54  Meaning „Africa awake!“ and „Africa, return to us!“.

55  In 1914 the „Boer Rebellion“ in Transvaal was crushed. In 1915 five thousand black British troops - mainly the former warriors of Chief Mzilikazi - fought against the Germans in South West Africa.

56  An organization recruiting blacks who were to carry their white masters’ guns and ammunition and build dugouts on foreign battle-fields.

57  S.M. Molema, The Bantu - Past and Present, (Edinburgh: W. Green and Son, 1920), p. 296. The paramount chief of the Sotho paid £ sterling 52.887. Chief Molala of the Batlaping donated 200 oxen; Chief Khama of the Bamangwato paid £ sterling 1000, and Chief Lewanika of the Barotse could only scrape together £ 200.

58  Previously a German submarine had sunk the French boat, Athos, in the Mediterranean; many West Africans recruited for the war perished in the disaster.

59  Quoted in: African World, London, 21 July, 1917.
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    In his capacity as handyman for the imperialists in their feats of belligerence the African envisaged for the first time the distinct possibility of armed struggle as a means of his own liberation.

 In a war song the Africans returning from Europe sang:

    „I went to France in the great war of the whites.

    Do you hear the thundering of the big guns?

    It is like the thundering of Heaven.“ (60)

2. The Rise of Politico-Religious Movements.

    For British imperialism Christianity (61) represented an important instrument for integrating the blacks into the capitalist society of South Africa. This was true, however, only as long as Christianity had not yet become part and parcel of the spontaneous African consciousness on the one hand and the Africans’ social experience at the other. That stage was reached about the turn of the century.

    The blacks now conceptualized the inhumanity of their exploitation as an infringement upon the Christian tenet proclaiming the equality of all men which they had meanwhile made their own. Christianity as it were supplied them with „modern“ arguments for their centuries old liberation struggle. They were modern insofar as there was no longer any question of wrenching the old liberties of the tribal past from the hands of imperialism but to impel a capitalist society to redeem its own pledges.

    By beginning to adopt the abstract claims of Christianity and merging them with their own concrete historical demands, the blacks no longer attacked the white exploiters from the outside but on their home ground, and with their own methods. The superiority of their call for freedom (62) henceforth  resided in the fact that they spoke no more the language of „backward natives“ but that of „Christian civilization“.

    South Africa’s capitalist government, considering of necessity the historical difference between the „backward Kaffir" and the „civilized European“ absolutely axiomatic, realized that the development just described was a political phenomenon of the first order, since it threatened the social hierarchy indispensable for protecting the huge profits of the mining industry. This assumption was fully justified, for the African did not possess the ability nurtured in European bourgeois society to withdraw into one’s inner self as the realm of a humanity unaffected by any social relations and constraints. (63) For him who was regimented right into his private sphere, freedom could only be realized by a consciousness that remained close to the practical world. The substance of Christianity for him, therefore, was not a means for his edification but an instrument for his liberation.

--------------------

60  Quoted by E. Roux, Time..., p. 113.

61  In 1823 the Wesleyan missionary, William Shaw, living in Cape Province was still justified in saying, „There is not a single missionary station between the place of my residence and the Northern extremity of the Red Sea,“ whereas in 1910 there were 263 white and 46 black Christian missionaries representing 18 different denominations and having 200.000 religions adherents in Natal alone.

See also B.G.M. Sundkler, Bantu Prophets in South Africa, (London: Oxford University Press, 1961), pp. 25-32.

62  As early as 1896 the Zulus organized in the separatist „Congregational Church“ in a circular letter called for „ukuziphatha“ (self-determination).

63  See Jürgen Habermas, Strukturwandel der Öffentlichkeit, (Neuwied/Berlin: Luchterhand, 1965). Ch. III, pp.69-91.
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    The politico-religious Christian movements among the Africans originating in South Africa about the turn of the century must be seen against this background. The three main tendencies were the „Ethiopian Movement“, the „Watch Tower Movement“, and the „Israelite Movement“.

 The so-called Ethiopianism represents an African revolt against racial discrimination as practiced in European-led churches. The leaders of these opposition movements founded their own independent churches, in which great value was attached to the „ukuziphata“ of the blacks (Xhosa-Zulu for "self determination") within the confines of church administration. (64) Gradually the numerous white missionaries lost their authority among the blacks, both objectively and subjectively. (65)

    The Africans now finally desired to see primitive Communism, the common factor of African tribal society and primitive Christianity, translated into practice. At a later date many of the social aims of Marxism could also be related to elements inherent in the precolonial social and cultural history of South Africa. (66)

The pioneer of Ethiopianism was Nehemiah Tile. As far back as 1884 he was accused of activities endangering the state. Rev. Chubbs of the „Wesleyan Church of South Africa“ denounced him for having committed the following punishable acts:

    „political writings, stirring up a feeling of hostility

    against magistrates in Tembuland; addressing a public

    meeting on a Sunday; refusing to inform him of his

    activities;...“ (67)

    After being excluded from the Wesleyan Church, Tile founded an independent African church, the „Tembuland National Church“. In the next few years Tile’s church gained a foothold everywhere in the reserves.

The main advocate of the separatist politico-religious movements, Mangena Mokone, in 1892 founded the „Ethiopian Church of South Africa“.

After the first World War Enoch Mgijima launched another religious organization, the „Israelite Movement“, which attracted a large membership especially in the Cape Province and Natal.

--------------------

64  In the „Wesleyan Church“, e.g., black pastors could not rise to high positions but were merely restricted to lower functions.

65  In the 19th century pioneers among the missionaries such as Dr. van der Kemp, Dr. Philip, Wilberforce, Rev. Edwards, Rev. Edmonds and Dr. Moffat had managed to keep the blacks under their exclusive control.

66  e.g. tribal democracy, primitive Communism, communal property etc.

67  Quoted by T.D.M. Skota, ed., The African Yearly Register - Black Folks Who’s Who, Johannesburg.
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    Mgijima called upon the blacks to drive the colonial overlords out of South Africa:

    „Within a short time, Mgijima recruited thousands of

    Blacks around his standard, especially in the Cape Province,

    where he set up a national headquarters at Bulhoek Location,

    near Queenstown. There he gathered the masses around him

    and told them to burn their passes and to stop paying taxes

    and working for the white men.“ (68)

    The Watch Tower Movement had its origin in East Africa. It was organized in Nyassaland, the present-day Malawi, by John Chilembwe, who was influenced by the social doctrine of the Christian Socialist priest, Russel. Chilembwe also set up branches of his movement in South Africa. He taught his black adherents that they, too, were children of God and therefore entitled to claim the same rights as the whites. His theology was orientated towards this world, and he appealed to his followers to struggle for social and economic justice here and now.

    All these politico-religious movements, Mokone’s, Mgijima’s as well as Chilembwe’s, instilled elements of a social revolutionary orientation into the growing political awareness of the Africans from the very outset. (69) Up to 1925 (70) the separatist church movements demanded land and social reforms, supported strikes, boycotted government institutions, and some of their members even sacrificed their lives in the struggle for freedom. (71)

    In the following section two cases of the concrete violent conflict between the British colonial government insisting on the status quo and the adherents of religious sects propagating the social revolution or other anticolonial groupings, will be discussed.

a) The Bulhoek Massacre, May 1921.

 As previously mentioned, Enoch Mgijima had his headquarters in the „Bulhoek Location“. (72) There, in 1920, numerous black „Israelites“ assembled to celebrate their annual „passover“. They came in their thousands to Ntabelanga from all parts of South Africa to worship Jehovah and pray for months on end.

The Smuts government watched this massive assembly of blacks with growing uneasiness and requested them to return to their reserves. Even the ‘African National Congress’ - loyal to the British - tried to disperse this religious mass meeting because of the potential political dynamite it contained.

-------------------

68  George Padmore, How Britain Rules Africa. (London: Wishart Books Ltd., 1936), p. 366.

69  The „long march“ of the Africans from Christ via Gandhi to Marx, „Che“ Guevara was, however, to last almost a century.

70  At that time there already existed in South Africa 140 different independent African churches, which were mostly influenced by one of the three above mentioned tendencies.

71  e.g. during the „Bulhoek Massacre“ of 1921.

72  It was situated in the urban area of Queenstown and called Ntabelanga in Xhosa.

73  The theoretical organ of the „International Socialist League“ (I.S.L.) founded in 1915.
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     On 17th December, 1920, the South African socialist newspaper International (73)

wrote:

    „Preparations are being made by capitalism to commence a

    wholesale bloody slaughter. ... The Native is inarticu-

    late..., his aspirations to progress are manifested in a

    religious form. ... The Native Israelite rebels will be

    rudely taught that no saviour from on high can help them.“

    In May 1925 the Smuts government were determined to strike before the revolt could spread nation-wide. The „Defence Force“ and the police were ordered to nip the revolt in the bud. About 800 men marched on Bulhoek, were 500 black men, poorly armed, tried to defend their wives and children against the government forces. A bloody battle ensued, with spears and swords pitched against machine-guns. 163 black „Israelites“ were shot and 129 seriously wounded.

    The judge who later condemned Mgijima to six years of penal servitude cynically remarked:

    "I am ... sure that the great bond which bound these

    people together under the accused Enoch and Charles

    was the crazy notion that the day was coming when the

    black man was to have his freedom." (74)

    Neither British imperialism - in those years represented in South Africa by General Smuts - nor Boer republicanism, the representative of which Dr. Verwoerd was to become three decades later, ever intended to accept the black man as an equal and a free citizen. Dr. Verwoerd in 1953 put this as follows:

    "If the native in South Africa today ... is being taught to

    expect that he will live his adult life under a policy of equal

    rights, he is making a big mistake." (75)

    The present Prime Minister and chief executor of apartheid, Balthazar Johann Vorster, in 1968 gave a precise formulation of the „crocodile conclusion“ (Lucianus) inherent in the policy of racial segregation:

    "It is true that there are blacks working for us. They will

    continue to work for us for generations, in spite of the

    ideal we have to separate them completely. Surely we

    know all that ... The fact of the matter is this: We need them,

    because they work for us ... It makes no difference whether they

    are here with any degree of permanence or not ... under no

    circumstances can we grant them those political rights in our

    territory, neither now or ever." (76)

--------------------

74  "Report of Native Churches Commission", U.G. 39, 1925, Cape Town, S. 16.

75  Quoted from I.B. Tabata, Education for Barbarism in South Africa, (London: Pall Mall Press, 1960), p. 20.

76  House of Assembly Debates, Hansard, 24 April, 1968, quoted in: Barbara Rogers, South Africa - The ‘Bantu Homelands’, (London: An International Defense and Aid Fund Pamphlet, October 1973), p.6.
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    Six years earlier the then Prime Minister and architect of apartheid, Dr. Hendrik F. Verwoerd, had put it less stringently:

    "I believe that these people (the Bantu) should be given

    their own States as they desire ... I have confidence in

    the mass of our Bantu, with the exception of a small

    group of agitators." (77)

    All South African colonial governments from Rhodes to Vorster have set in motion an enormous legal and military machinery to maintain the status quo against any form of African resistance.

While religion at that time quite definitely determined the Africans’ political consciousness and the form their resistance would take, a government commission arrived at the conclusion „that the rebellion was only a screen to hide political aspirations.“ (78)

This view certainly differed greatly from the way the blacks at that period saw themselves, although subsequently the political consciousness of the Africans was to become increasingly emancipated from religious concepts.

b) The Bondelswart Massacre, May 1922.

One year later the Smuts government furnished another example of the methods which alone were susceptible of establishing, and maintaining in future, the capitalist „parliamentary-democratic“ system.

The Bondelswarts were a Khoi-Khoin tribe (79) which had been driven all the way from the Cape of Good Hope into the heart of Namibia (South West Africa). At the beginning of the century they were defeated by the local colonial masters - the Germans - after a bitter struggle, and almost wiped out. Since Namibia’s incorporation as a South African mandated territory the pass and

tax system devised for blacks was also introduced there. This included, among other things,

a dog tax. (80)

 Since the Bondelswart Khoi-Khoin were basically still pastoralists and for this reason owned many dogs, the dog tax affected them more than anybody else. They protested by refusing to pay this tax.

 In May 1922 General Smuts sent a body of 400 men equipped with rifles and machine-guns as well as two bomber aircraft to South West Africa in order to make the rebellious „Hottentots“ see reason „once for all“.

--------------------

77  House of Assembly Debates, Hansard. 23rd January 1962, quoted in B. Rogers, South Africa..., p.4.

78  See Report of Native Churches Commission, op.cit.

79  The scientific ethnological designation for the so-called Hottentots. By 1922 only fragments of Khoi-Khoin tribes were still in existence. Hundreds of thousands of them were exterminated by the colonial masters.

80  A Khoi-Khoin cattle-rearer would on the average own 10 dogs. For as few as 5 dogs he would have to pay five pounds sterling, the equivalent of three months’ wages for the black farm labour.
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   The balance sheet of this exercise in „practical reason“ by British imperialism looked like this: more than 100 defenceless men, women and children were shot in cold blood, while not a single white soldier was killed or even wounded. (81)

3. The beginnings of the Trade Union Movement.

    As a result of the economic crisis of World War I, but also in consequence of the increasing pogrom tendencies among white workers, (82) who were striking for higher wages for themselves and a stricter regimentation of African labour, spontaneous strike and boycott movements sprang up among the blacks, particularly in the cities of South Africa. The economic motive of such protests emerged more and more clearly.

    Into this period of increasing pressure exerted by the white society and its government falls the foundation of the African „Industrial and Commercial Workers Union“ (I.C.U.). Its activities originated on 7th January, 1919, under the leadership of Clements Kadalie, initially in the form of an organization for dock workers. A month before the foundation of the I.C.U. 8.000 Cape Town dockers had already organized themselves spontaneously and carried out a successful strike. They requested not only higher wages but also an export embargo on foodstuffs urgently needed in their own country, a demand which showed that the dock labourers, far from merely representing their own narrow economic interest, viewed their activity, that is the loading of commodities for export, within the context of the entire society in which they lived, drawing their own economic political conclusion from the existing state of affairs.

    The I.C.U. rapidly developed into the rallying point of disgruntled African workers with a more highly developed political awareness than the rest, coming from the various branches of industry and commerce. The organization was not structured according to trades, and the relative lack of differentiation among the rank and file strongly contrasted with the power of decision concentrated in Kadalie’s hands - until at a later date the I.C.U. split into three parts.

 Taking recourse to primarily economic strategies such as strikes and boycotts, the trade union aimed, first, at representing the specific interests of individual trade groups (e.g. the stevedores) and second, at abolishing social pressures of a more general nature, like the compulsory carrying of passes al the system of taxation and debt recovery, which weighed heavily on the blacks.

--------------------

81  Cf. E. Roux, Time Longer Than Rope..., p. 142.

82  Cf. Ralph Horwitz, The Political Economy of South Africa, (London, Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1967), p. 97 sq.
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    George Patmore commented as follows on the character and scope of these black workers’ movement:

    "While the African National Congress was purely political, the

    I.C.U. combined political agitation with industrial activities.

    It organized the African workers in town and country to fight

    for economic betterment by means of strikes, demonstrations

    and other forms of mass pressure. ... The new organization

    spread like a prairie fire. Kadalie and a group of lieutenants

    toured the length and breadth of South Africa enrolling members

    in town and countryside. Everywhere thousands of black workers

    and peasants flocked into the I.C.U. and by 1928 the organization

    boasted a membership almost a quarter of a million strong. " (83)

    The I.C.U. was neither a trade union in the European sense of the word, nor was it a political party. Not inappropriately, Padmore calls it an „industrial organization“. For the I.C.U. there was no possibility of fulfilling the function of a trade union, viz. of exploiting to the maximum the chance of an economic reform within the capitalist system. In South Africa, a social-democratic party was also lacking, which might have prepared the ground politically for any economic improvements. For reforms, irrespective of whether they are mediated by the objective of a revolution or seen as an end in themselves, are possible only where the capitalists or the government show some kind of positive response to them. This precisely was not the case in South Africa. On the contrary, the Africans’ economic and political emancipation at that time was increasingly forestalled by legislative measures, enacted to no small extent as a result of the considerable pressure by the white proletariat fearing the competition of the blacks. Charlotte Leubuscher calls the emergence of armed gangs of white thugs at African demonstrations and boycotts an essential element of the industrial conflicts of the period. (84)

And so, in April 1925, a police raid against illegal 'beer halls' was carried out in a Bloemfontein location (85) and a black man killed in the process. Angered by the African resistance a Boer mob wrought vengeance the following day. During a discussion which took place at the I.C.U. headquarters, armed policemen were trying to

    „disperse the natives, both men and women, who were armed with

    sticks and stones, when a shot was fired from amidst the charging

    European civilians, which threw part of the police detachment into

    a panic and caused them to fire further shots without any order being

    given. A total of five natives were killed and twenty-four wounded in this

    clash." (86)

A government commission confirmed:

    „...there is no doubt, that the native feels the economic pinch

    acutely and this was represented to us as one of the chief grievances

    of the natives in the Bloemfontein Location.“ (87)

As the attempts of the I.C.U. to merge with the „Trade Union Co-ordinating committee“ reserved for whites clearly showed, the organizers of African labour were fully aware that only unity of

--------------------

83  G. Padmore, Pan Africanism or Communism?, (London: D. Dobson, 156), p. 348.

See also the autobiography of the founder of the I.C.U. which was published a quarter of an century after the main events: Clements Kadalie, My Life and the I.C.U. (1946) (London: Frank Cass, 1970), p. 157.

84  Ch. Leubuscher, Der südafrikanische Eingeborene als Industriearbeiter und als Stadtbewohner, Jena 1931,  p. 157.

85  Blacks were legally prohibited to brew and sell their own beer. Nonetheless the so-called 'shebeen queens' continued staying in business.

86  Ch. Leubuscher, Der südafrikanische Eingeborene, op.cit. p. 160.

87  Quoted from Commission of Enquiry - Native Riots at Bloemfontein“, No. 1553, 8 Sept. 1925.
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action with the white workers could guarantee their success. Such attempts, however, failed in consequence of the „Trade Union Co-ordinating Committee’s“ fear to be dominated by a majority of blacks organized in the I.C.U., which in turn would have led to mass resignation of its own racist rank and file.

On the other hand, as far as back as 1913, black workers had ,through their solidarity, saved a strike of their white colleagues from utter failure - a fact subsequently not even mentioned in the 'terms of settlement'. (88) In 1919 white workers of the Johannesburg municipality stroked in protest against inadequate wages, given the rapidly rising cost of living. Here again the black workers joined the strike, thus showing evidence of their solidarity, although their efforts were quickly thwarted by the  government with the aid of the numerous existing pass laws and the strike clause of the „Master and Servants Act“.

    Like the white trade union, the government refused to have any dealings with the I.C.U. . In 1928 it even happened, that a minister, who had decided to negotiate with Kadalie and Ballinger - a Scottish adviser of the I.C.U. - in the presence of Andrews, the secretary of the white „Trade Union Congress“, was excluded from the government in a cabinet reshuffle. (89)

The various institutions of white society thus formed an intensely co-operating, monolithic power block composed of the government, the Chamber of Mines, and the ‘white’ trade unions. While these institutions refused to recognize the I.C.U. as a negotiating partner, its leading organizers and agitators became the butt of repressive acts by the government. This did not, however, lead to a weakening of the movement, on the contrary, the people, identifying with their representatives, flew into a rage - an emotion not devoid of justification since the punishment and incarceration of its spokesmen were actually aimed at the people themselves - which in turn tied them more closely to the I.C.U.

    In October 1920 Masabalala, an I.C.U. leader, made a speech in Port Elizabeth. He demanded higher wages for blacks and stressed the „necessity of agitation, education and organization of the blacks and all other non-white groups“. (90) The following day he was arrested without any legal justification. Indignantly, white and black workers the day after demonstrated in front of the City Hall.

--------------------

88  E. Roux, Time.., p. 146.

89  E. Roux, op. cit.

90  „The Masabalala Bloody Upheaval“, quoted from an article by S.H. Kemp in the Illustrated Bulletin, London, May 1946.
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Subsequently, armed with sticks and missiles, they stormed the police station to free Masabalala by force. Thereupon „rifle fire ordered by no one was opened on the natives already in full flight, killing 23 of them and wounding many, while one European woman received a fatal blow from a native.“ (91)

    Up to 1927, i.e. during the early struggles and the most glorious years of the I.C.U., the Smuts government and later the Nationalist Labour coalition had passed a variety of laws which entailed a decisive tightening of anti black discrimination both economic and political. (92)

The I.C.U. had been unable to counteract these measures. Hardly noticeable wage increases in individual firms were the only concrete achievement of the Africans’ industrial organization, despite the fact that its membership was larger than that of the ‘white’ trade unions. This led to a growing measure of disintegration within the cadres of the I.C.U., which had never formulated any long-term political strategy, and at the same time to a dramatic dwindling of its membership. The movement split into three factions: "One faction remained under Kadalie in the Cape (Independent I.C.U.), another under a Zulu organizer, W.A. Champion, was based in Natal. The third faction passed into the hands of a Scoll trade unionist, W.G. Ballinger." (93)

    I.B. Tabata explained the main reason for the failure of the first African attempt to found a trade union (94) as follows:

    "The I.C.U. was meant to be a trade union, but the African

    people did not know what a trade union should

    look like. All they knew  was that it was an organization

    of workers and so they set out to organize all the African

    workers." (95)

    To sum up we can say that between 1900 and 1935 the oppressed African population made three attempts to obtain political freedom:

    (a) through politico-religious organizations,

    (b) through a national political organization,

    (c) and through a semi trade union movement.

By 1935, however, all these attempts at organization had failed because the Africans had not succeeded in countering the organized violence of white society by a nation-wide political unity of action, whose radical demands and methods of resistance would have been equal to the authoritarian domination of capitalism in South Africa.

--------------------

91  Ch. Leubuscher, Der südafrikanische Eingeborene..., p. 158 sq.

92  Mines and Works Act, 1911; Apprenticeship Act, 1922; Industrial Conciliation Act, 1924; Wage Act, 1925; Colour Bar Act, 1926, and ‘Civilized Labour policy’ starting from 1924.

93  G. Padmore, Pan Africanism..., p. 350.

94  Between 1936 and 1944 sixty-five African trade unions with a total of 97.000 members were founded. In 1946 70.000 African miners went on strike at the Witwatersrand.

95  I.B. Tabata: The Awakening..., p. 13.
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4) The Foundation of the All African Convention, 1936

    As previously shown, the defeated Boer feudalists in South Africa in 1910 were granted the same political rights (96) as the British colonial bourgeoisie. Economically, the Boers continued concentrating on agriculture  while the British controlled the extractive industries and later also the finishing industry.-

    In order to ensure that the Boers really forgot the imperialist cruelties inflicted upon them during the Anglo-Boer Wars (1880-1881 and 1899-1902) and would be prepared to lend support to the new capitalist system, the constitutions were gerrymandered in their favour in 1910 in such a way as to allow the Boers to obtain more political power than actually warranted by their economic situation. (97)

    As a precautionary measure, however, London amended the union constitution of 1909 by the insertion of a two thirds clause, thus preventing its alteration by a simple majority. By the same token, the black and coloured voters in the Cape and in Natal were granted the active and passive franchise. (98) Thus the English camp was hoping to have all important politico-economic resolutions passed by the South African parliament with a two-thirds majority.

    With the aid of this stratagem the British imperialists intended to go on usurping the power to decide any sensitive economic and political issues. Although international capital, especially its English variety, succeeded in maintaining its economic control over South Africa, the political situation did not remain stable as a result of the industrial conflicts of 1910-1922. (99) These were characterized by a two-pronged struggle of the Boer petty bourgeoisie and labour force against, on the one hand, foreign capital, and on the other, the proletarianized Africans, who were turning into serious competitors. (100)

--------------------

96  i.e. the active and passive franchise.

97  The Boer „Nasionale Suid-Afrikaanse Party“ (S.A.P.), led by General L. Botha, obtained 66 seats in 1910. Only 39 seats remained for the British „Unionists“, while the British „Labour Party“ obtained 4, the „Independents“ 12 seats.

Cf. also B. Bunting, The Rise of the South African Reich..., p.21 sq., L.M. Thompson, The Unification of South Africa, 1902-1910, (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1960), p. 470 sq.; and E.A. Walker, A History of South Africa..., Ch. XIII, pp. 454-558.

98  In 1929 there were 15.780 blacks (7.6% of the electorate) and 25.618 coloureds (12.3%) eligible to vote on the Cape. Seven years later they were already reduced to 10.628 (2.6%) and 24.793 (5.9%), respectively. In Transvaal and the Orange Free State there were no non-white voters. In Natal there were only 353 coloured voters and one black voter in 1936.

99  Cf. Norman Herd, 1922 - The Revolt on the Rand, (Johannesburg: Blue Crane Books, 1966), and G. Mbeki, South Africa: The Peasants’ Revolt, (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1964), p. 27.

100  Cf. R. Horwitz, The Political Economy..., pp. 177-180.
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Subsequently a racist legislation designed to guarantee the white labour electorate a privileged status was to become an essential instrument of all governments in the maintenance of industrial peace and the creation of political stability.

    In the early Thirties (101) at the time of the world economic crisis, many Boer farmers, big estate owners, and businessmen began to comprehend their dependence on the economic system in South Africa - which in turn was geared to world capitalism - and to regard its economic potentialities from the point of view of a „partner in the game“. Thus they hastened to invest their surplus capital either in British industrial and financial enterprises or in those set up by the Boers themselves, partly with government subsidies. (102) In 1933 the merger of British and Boer capital was paralleled in the political sphere by the inauguration of a coalition government of the British liberal general, J.C. Smuts, and the Boer nationalist general, J.B.M. Hertzog, followed by the passing of the „three notorious Hertzog Laws“, (103) viz. the „Native Representation Act“, the „Native Land and Trust Act“, and the „Native Laws Amendment Act“, in 1936.

    The objectives of these Laws, which Mbeki calls an „Unholy Trinity“, were the following:

    1. The abolition of the black franchise, (104) which in terms of practical

        politics meant keeping the overwhelming majority of the populace from

        the parliamentary decision making process. (105)

    2. Paving the way for a radical demarcation line to be drawn between

        white and black South Africa. (106)

    3. The tightening up of the labour laws as pertaining to Africans. (107) The

        free choice of one’s place of work was suppressed, strikes were

        banned, the foundation of African trade unions was impeded and the

        Africans’ freedom of movement restricted to a minimum.

--------------------

101  i.e. the period when A.N.C., I.C.U. and the numerous politico-religious movements were disintegrating.

102  Cf. E. Hamer, Die Industrialisierung Südafrikas seit dem 2. Weltkrieg, (Stuttgart: G. Fischer, 1964), Ch. I. (1914-1939), pp. 3-6.

103  I.B. Tabata, The Awakening..., p. 17 sq.

104  In 1956 Dr. Verwoerd also abolished the franchise of the two million Coloureds. They were thenceforth represented in the Union parliament by three puppets. This „privilege“ was suppresses in 1967.

105  Instead, it was decided to set up „dummy councils“ like the „Native Representative Council“ which cut any genuine political influence.

106  This was subsequently given legal sanction in the „Group Areas Act“ (1950). About 87% of the South African land surface was allocated to the inhabitants of European descent, i.e. one fifth of an overall population of 15 million.

107  African resistance in the form of the 10 Point Programme, the principle of non-collaboration, and the political boycott ba the A.A.C. is a direct outcome of this development. The 10 Point Programme was initially formulated in 1937 as an 11 Point Programme but did not find approval until 1943, at the foundation conference of the N.E.U.M.
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    The „Hertzog Laws“, which involved an intensification of discriminatory measures aimed at all social groups of the African population, the masses of peasants and workers as well as the small intelligentsia, drove home to them the necessity of national unity in the freedom struggle.

    The various splinter organizations of teachers, students, trade unionists, sportsmen, workers and „peasants“ gathered spontaneously. Leading African politicians, such as Professor D. D. T. Jabavu, Dr. A. B . Xuma, Dr. S. M. Molema, Dr. J. S. Moroka, and Professor Z. K. Matthews, organized a congress, on which I. B. Tabata reports as follows:

    „The African leaders called a Conference of all the existing

    African organizations to discuss the crisis. More than 500

    delegates representing 150 organizations, representing a

    cross section of the whole African population, assembled to con-

    demn and reject the Bills. So successful was the Conference

    that it was decided to create a permanent organization,

    federating all the existing African organizations, to become

    the mouthpiece of the African people. This was called the

    All African Convention.“ (108)

    The historic conference took place in Bloemfontein from 29th June to 2nd July, 1936. About 500 delegates were present. They adopted an 11 Point Programme (109), demanding equal democratic rights for all South Africans. (110) The policy of „non-collaboration with the oppressor“ (Tabata), which has its roots in Marxism and whose practical method is the boycott of all puppet institutions such as dummy councils, was formulated here. (111)

    The principle of „non-collaboration“, which in practical terms amounted to a boycott, was directed against the institutionalization of apartheid, which according to Tabata could not be implemented without the support of the non-European intellectuals. The objective of this policy was the "organization of our own forces in the struggle of freedom“, (112) for which the boycott

--------------------

108  I.B. Tabata, „The struggle for Unity in South Africa“, Africa and the World, London, November 1965, p. 19.

109  Cf. I.B. Tabata, The Awakening..., p.74.

110  The policy fo the „All African Convention“, both with regard to its basic programme and its tactics, was decisively influenced by the Trotskyite Spartacists (Tabata et al.) who previously belonged to the „Lenin Club“ (1928-1934). For an analysis of this Marxist-Trotskyte influence see the following two chapters.

111  This decision is mainly due to the militant younger leadership of the A.A.C. Cf. also I.B. Tabata, „The Struggle for Unity...“, p. 19 sq.

112  I.B. Tabata, The Boycott as Weapon of Struggle, Cape Town, 1952. An „All-African Convention“ Publication (cyclostyled), p. 29.
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was to create the basic pre-conditions: getting away from the idea, that government policy had the interests of the oppressed at heart, casting off a slave mentality; and developing a new self-confidence. The difference between the policy of non-collaboration and Gandhi’s „non-cooperation movement“ resides in the fact, that Gandhi rejected as a matter of principle the use of violence as a means of politics. In his interpretation „non-cooperation“ was „civil disobedience“, a moral weapon meant to win over the opponent, whereas Tabata considered the boycott an historically determined means of boosting the class struggle.

    From an historical point of view, the first serious organized attempt to form a united front of all oppressed (113) in South Africa was a revolutionary step forward. Unfortunately, however, the particularistic interests of the various groups joined together in the A.A.C. gained the upper hand. As regards a common policy, up to 1960 this did not go beyond enlightenment campaigns, especially in the reserves and among the intellectuals in schools and universities, and a few isolated boycott measures. (114)

    The A.A.C. rejected the Hertzog-Smuts „Native Laws“ without exception, but it lacked the political and military power to translate its demands into reality. In view of the organized indignant rejection of the Hertzog laws, purported to bring about a „final and permanent settlement“ (115) but actually designed to impede any autonomous political mass movement among the Africans, the South African colonial government found itself in a precarious situation. While General Hertzog pleaded for a swift, violent suppression of the „native disturbances“, General Smuts, the British liberal par excellence, showed greater political acumen. He was aware that 90% of the active A.A.C. leadership were old Gandhian pioneers of the A.N.C. of 1912, i.e. blacks who obstinately clung to the hope that democratic rules might one day still function in South Africa. He therefore insisted on a policy of compromise.

    The black vanguard of the A.A.C. was invited to Cape Town for negotiations with Prime Minister Smuts. They were provided with tickets as well as board and lodging from the public coffers. But once installed in Cape Town, the „Kaffirs“ were not given any opportunity to meet either Smuts or Hertzog; instead the were received by some hand-picked white liberals.

--------------------

113  The adherents of the A.A.C. were mainly black intellectuals and peasants, with a sprinkling of black workers or members of other population groups joining the Organization now and then.

114  Since the Sixties, new elements aiming at the social revolution started to develop in both the A.A.C. and the „Unity Movement“.

115  Quoted from G. Mbeki, South Africa..., p.28.
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    After a series of politically irrelevant discussions lasting for days the „compromise of 1937“ was reached: three whites were to represent the blacks in the central white parliament - a concession abolished in 1959 - and in addition the blacks were to be granted the usufruct of a larger proportion of land. (116)

    The A.A.C. politicians returned home with the slogan, „Half a loaf is better than no bread“. A split in the A.A.C. leadership had now to become inevitable. One organization after another broke away from the „Convention“. The secessionist groups later coalesced into the „Congress“ movement led by a medley of Gandhi supporters, Liberals, Christians, and Stalinists. Its policy was characterized by a basic preparedness to work with the government (i.e. by abandoning the principle of non collaboration) and a reaffirmation of the method of passive resistance.

    Within the groups remaining in the A.A.C. two political tendencies developed. They crystallized around two Trotskiyte movements, the „Spartacus Club“ and the „Fourth International Organization of South Africa“. (117) Tabata sums up the revolutionary importance of the A.A.C.’s development thus:

    „The evolving of the organization, the All African Convention,

    has been dynamically bound up with this process of awakening.

    Its ideas, its policy and programme are an expression of new

    ideas and a new outlook foreshadowing the nature of the

    struggles to come...

    It might be said that the All African Convention marks

    the beginning of a new epoch where for the first time

    our struggles are guided by a set of principles. ...

    a tradition is being established for consistent and

    principled action along a definite course.“ (118)

C. The Attempt to form a United Front (1943-1960).

    As the South African freedom movement was splintering up, the second world war broke out. It contributed a great deal to giving the political consciousness of the Africans a new radical outlook.

In anticipation of a Japanese attack, General Smuts for some time thought of arming the Africans - an astounding parallel to the American policy which allowed its underprivileged blacks to die as first-class citizens for their „fatherland“ (119) on the Vietnamese battle-fields. British liberal slogans such as „Fight for Freedom“ or „The War Against Fascism“ did not fail to impress the South African blacks. They began to look through the ideology of the master race and to envisage a struggle against Boer fascism which oppressed them in their own country. A new era in the freedom struggle began.

--------------------

116  Up to this day the proportion of land inhabited by the blacks has not exceeded 13,7% of the total land surface of South Africa.

117  These influences later culminated in the „Non-European Unity Movement“ (1943 to this day), which to all intents and purposes was led by the Spartakists.

118  I.B. Tabata, The Awakening..., p. 159.

119  Cf. Der Spiegel, Hamburg, 22/4/68, p. 146-147.
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    In the early Thirties a dissenting group developed within the „Nationalist Party“ on the right of the official party line. It propagated „a free and independent South African Republic on the basis of Christian Nationalism and the maintenance of White civilization.“ (120)

    Members of the group reacted sharply against a political and ideological merger of Boer and Briton in the guise of coalition governments, which they ascribed to „British-Jewish influence“. Among the radical Republican „Christian Nationalists“ were to be found especially those Boer politicians organized in a secret society, the „Broederbond“ (founded in 1918), among them Dr. H. F. Verwoerd. During the war years the policy of the Broederbond (Brotherhood), which aimed at making the „Nationalist Party“ the only strong political representative of Boer nationalism, clashed with that of other politico cultural groupings of more recent vintage, often openly fascist in tendency, the strongest of which was the „Ossewa-Brandwag“. (121)

    However, the „Nationalist Party“ succeeded in absorbing these divergent tendencies, enlarging its basis, and winning the 1948 elections.

Vatcher considers the influence of these Fascist groupings, (122) whose members were most of the time also organized in the „Nationalist Party“, relevant for the formation of the system of domination:

    „The nazis also made a more direct contribution to the

    development of Afrikaner (Boer) nationalism. Nazi ideas

    undoubtedly influenced the conception of the proposed

    apartheid policy that helped Malan into power in 1948.“ (123)

    The political methods of the „Christian Nationalists“ also recalled the Nazi ones: boosting the sinister image of an internal enemy and bringing rival organizations into line was their trade-mark. Thus they gradually infiltrated public life. Around 1943 Broeders occupied strategically important key positions in various government bodies and seized control of nearly all institutions important for the development of the country, as e.g. the educational system. (124)

    B.J. Vorster, the present South African Prime Minister, is the former chief of the „Ossewa-Brandweg“. In 1942 he  pointed out:

    „We stand for the Christian Nationalism which is an ally of

    National Socialism. You can call this anti-democratic principle

    dictatorship if you wish. In Italy it is called Fascism, in

    Germany German National Socialism, and in South Africa Christian

    Nationalism.“ (125)

--------------------

120  B.Bunting, The Rise..., p. 77.

121  Ossewa Brandwag = „Oxen-cart night guard“ or vigilantes (Translator’s note). Cf. Alexander Hepple, Verwoerd. (Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1967), p. 86 sq.

122  Similar to the „Ossewa Brandwag“ there were the „Grey Shirts“, „Brown Shirts“, „Black Shirts“, „New Order“, „National Socialist Party“, „Hitler Youth“, „Labour Front“, „Strength Through Joy“, „Winter Help“ etc. Cf. Star, Johannesburg, 27 and 28 January, 1938, and W.H. Vatcher Jr., White Laager, (London: Pall Mall Press), 1965, p. 55-65.

123  W.H. Vatcher Jr., White Laager..., p. 60.

124  From 1948 to the present „Brothers“ like Verwoerd took on ministerial appointments in the successive South African governments.

125 Cf. B. Bunting, op.cit., p.88
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    Since South Africa’s constituencies had been divided in favour of the Boers as far back as 1910, the former constituencies of the „Natives and   Coloureds“ had gradually fallen into the hands of the Boers in consequence of the piece-meal abolition of the direct franchise for blacks starting from 1948, and since the racist „poor whites“ together with the white proletariat voted for the Boers, Malan’s fascistic party had no great difficulty in seizing political power in 1948. A decade later the road to the „Republiek“ was open.

 Tabata sums up the result as follows:

    „The Malan victory was the victory of a party controlled

    by the petit-bourgeois. For the first time in the history

    of South Africa the big financial interests found themselves

    busted from the Government. ... Since then South Africa has

    been under the rule of the petit-bourgeois, and they have used

    their new won power like men intoxicated with it.“ (126)

    During this period of increasing radicalism in South Africa politics an A.A.C. leaflet - „Calling All Africans!“ - was distributed all over South Africa in 1943. With the battle cry UNITY a new phase of the African freedom movement was initiated. The A.A.C. called upon all oppressed in South Africa to close ranks against the fascist menace. The militant young A.A.C. leadership declared:

    "There is a clamour for unity. ... There is a great

    desire amongst all sections of the Non Europeans to

    forge a weapon not only for political defence but for

    attack. There is a determination not only to defend

    ourselves but to launch a struggle for full democratic

    rights. ... The desire for unity comes from the reali-

    zation that our physical differences have nothing to

    do with our economic and political situation. There

    is one fundamental factor common to us all and that

    is oppression." (127)

    All A.A.C. leaflets and programmes dating from that period emphasize the fact that the differences between the various categories of Africans only exist by virtue of being imposed by Capital’s interest in total domination, that these differences are designed to conceal a fundamental trend which should under no circumstances be reversed and which entails the proletarianization of all Africans, the ever increasing deterioration of their economic situation, and the consistent policy of excluding Africans from the process of political decision making.

    What Marx had presented in theoretical terms here became the living experience of the oppressed and a call for practical action:

    "Economic relationships have first transformed the mass of

    the population into workers. The rule of capital has created for

    this mass a common situation, common interests. Thus this mass is

    already a class vis-á-vis capital, but not yet for itself. Through

    struggle (...) this mass finds a common purpose and constitutes itself

    as a class for itself. The interests it defends become class-

    interests." (128)

--------------------

126  I.B. Tabata, The Pan African Congress..., p. 3.

127  „Calling All Africans!“ A.A.C. Leaflet, Cape Town June 1943.

128  Karl Marx, „Das Elend der Philosophie“, Marx/Engels, Werke, vol. IV, p. 181 (trans. W.F.).
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    The clarion call of the A.A.C. bore fruit. On 17th December, 1943, 150 delegates from various African organizations met in Bloemfontein. At that conference the idea of a united front was discussed at length, and it was decided to bring together all groups present under the umbrella of the „Non-European Unity Movement“ (N.E.U.M.) However, a dispute arose as to the degree of subordination or independence of individual organizations in relation to the central body. The Spartakists advocated a federation of the A.A.C., the „Anti-Coloured Affairs Department“, and the „South African Indian Congress“. (129) Its main spokesman were Dr. Gool, I.B. Tabata, B. Kies, and others. The other group, F.I.O.S.A., which was Trotskyite in outlook, pleaded for a union of all African organizations. The Spartakists carried the day and assumed the leadership of both A.A.C. and N.E.U.M. The F.I.O.S.A. theoreticians such as H. Jaffe, Averbuch, ‘Babeuf’ and W. Peters continued working within the framework of the N.E.U.M. and made excellent contributions to the movement on a theoretical plane.

    Meanwhile the „Spartacus Club“ was dissolved and its members worked their way into leading positions within the „Unity“ movement. Some Marxists, like Tabata, Gool and Taylor until recent years did not, however, break off their contacts with the „Fourth International“, founded by Trotsky in Switzerland, in 1938.

    However, neither the „African National Congress“, which since 1936 had regained momentum, nor the S.A.I.C. (South African Indian Congress) rallied to the N.E.U.M. Consequently, the majority of black workers and Indians were not represented in the „United Front“. Neither did any of the trade unions join the N.E.U.M.; they opted for the „Congress“ movement instead. In 1955 this rallying of cognate movements culminated in the formation of the „Congress of the People“, amalgamating all „Congress“ groupings in a single union.

    Thus, five years before Sharpeville there existed in South Africa two African united fronts, a Federation and a Union. The Federation was headed by the disciple of Trotsky, Isaac B. Tabata, while the Union was led by the disciple of Gandhi, Albert J. Luthuli. The one accorded the class struggle primacy in politics, the other considered the struggle for equal rights, i.e., the racial conflict, paramount. For the „Congress“, bourgeois democracy was the ultimate objective; for the „Unity Movement“, it was just a transitional phase on the road to socialism. By virtue of these theoretical differences, which of course also had their practical implications, the South African freedom movement was split into two antagonistic political camps.

    During the ‘Fifties and early ‘Sixties the N.E.U.M. had the following class basis: a small, active intelligentsia recruited from all strata of the population, (130) a large membership among the coloured petty bourgeoisie and the coloured proletariat, diminutive support from the black farm and migratory labourers, and a mass basis among the „peasants“ permanently resided in the reserves, particularly the Transkei, Zululand, Witzieshoek, and Pondoland.

--------------------

129  The „Anti-C.A.D.“ was founded in 1942 as a political rallying point of the coloured; it was directed against segregated government institutions.

130  Mainly blacks and Coloureds from Cape Town, Johannesburg, Durban, Herschel, Queenstown, Cradock and East London.
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    The „Congress movement was likewise led by a group of intellectuals recruited from among all population groups. (131) It was supported by white missionaries, liberals, and Moscow oriented Socialists. Its mass basis, however, was mainly among the urban proletariat of Johannesburg, Durban, and Cape Town, owing partly the influence of the S.A.C.F. among the black workers’ organizations.

    Both movements also admitted white freedom fighters for membership. Some whites even rose to leading positions, e.g. Bram Fischer (S.A.C.P.) D. Tayler (NEUM), or P. Duncan (PAC).

    Up to 1960 the activities of the „Unity Movement“ were mainly focused on the political education of the masses, while the „Congress“ organized schemes of passive resistance. The N.E.U.M. lost more and more members, getting alienated from the masses, whose social and economic situation kept deteriorating. It became an organization of teachers, lawyers, medical doctors, and university and high school students. (132) The „Congress“ although managing to maintain its basis among the black workers by various ventures undertaken without any serious theoretical reflection, gradually lost its organizational cohesion.

    The N.E.U.M. became the training ground for those young socialist intellectuals of the South African liberation movement who later were to found in the „Yu Chi Chan Club“ and the „National Liberation Front of South Africa“ and to consider guerrilla warfare applied to South African conditions the ultimate and most radical means of freeing the exploited masses.

    In 1961 - after the „Sharpeville massacre“ and the peasant revolt in Pondoland - Tabata attempted once more to obtain a mass basis for the „Unity Movement“. He called into existence the „African People’s Democratic Union of Southern Africa“, a workers’ and peasants’ organization.

    Political developments during the period from 1943 to 1960 can be summed up as follows: Instead of the confidence in the subjective goodwill of individual leaders the objective social function of organization as such gained primary significance, i.e., the organizational structure itself became the main topic of discussion. It had to legitimize itself as an instrument in the struggle for democratization in view of the objectives of the movement. The expediency of the organization for a given target group became its foremost principle. The question of expediency was intimately tied up with the question of political strategy and tactics, which split the liberation movement into two parts. The „Congress“ as the union of the right wing decided in favour of Western bourgeois democracy.

--------------------

131 Mainly, however, from among blacks and Indians.

132 Organizations such as the „Society of Young Africa“ (1951), „Cape Peninsula Students Union“ (1955), „Teachers’ Association“ and „Parents-Teachers Association“ sprang up. Cf. L. Kuper, An African Bourgeoisie, p. 115.
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    The „Unity Movement“ as the federation of anti-capitalist forces opted for a democratic socialist reconstruction of society, although its manifestations up to the crisis of 1960 remained preponderantly at the verbal level. Its strongest weapon in the anti-imperialist struggle was the policy of „non-collaboration“, i.e., the political boycott of all repressive government measures. Luthuli glorified the striving for reforms in conjunction with passive resistance. Tabata did not exclude the possible use of revolutionary violence. The one propagated the struggle for integration on the basis of equal rights, the other on class struggle.

    Between 1948 and 1960 over one hundred race laws and amendments, which robbed the African of the most fundamental human rights, were bulldozed through the South African parliament. These laws could not function without the passive toleration of the majority of Africans and the active support of those coloured, Indian and black „officials“ employed by the government-sponsored institutions that make the system of apartheid work.

    The policy of the N.E.U.M. with its Marxist stamp, advocating non-collaboration and political boycotts, has proved to be the most effective in South Africa in terms of practical political results. However, it was only adopted by a small fraction of the African population.

D. The Social Revolutionary Development since 1960.

 For „Che“ Guevara the year 1960 was a landmark in the liberation struggle of oppressed peoples:

    „...the year 1960, the year of the underdeveloped

    peoples, the year of the free peoples, the year in

    which at last and for always the voices of the millions

    of human beings who do not have the luck to be

    governed by the possessors of the means of death and

    payment are going to make themselves respected...“ (133)

    On 21st March, 1960, during the Sharpeville events, 74 unarmed demonstrators were shot, 240 seriously injured, and 1043 imprisoned throughout South Africa. (134) Thereupon the P.A.C. and the A.N.C. (135) proclaimed a general strike. Although without hardly any preparation, it was so successful that it paralysed the South African economy for two weeks. In Cape Town, e.g., the strike pervaded all branches of the economy; the 60.000 migratory labourers employed on the Cape peninsula, almost to a man, downed their tools. The whole industry of the country lay dormant and foreign investors started withdrawing their capital. 270.000 blacks took part in the general strike. On 25th March, 1960, for the first time in its history, the mainspring of South African capitalist exploitation, the pass laws, were suspended for all days on end.

    On 30th March the Verwoerd government proclaimed an emergency. Up to 8th April 2.000 adherents of the „Congress“, among them the major part of its urban cadres, were politically silenced, either by radical limitations imposed on their personal liberty or by imprisonment.

--------------------

133  Quoted from C. Wright Mills, The Marxists, Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1963), p. 446.

134  On that day the „Pan-Africanist Congress“ (P.A.C.) had organized a nation-wide anti-pass demonstration.

135  The most active organization of the „Congress“ movement. For two weeks they practiced de facto the non-collaboration policy of the „Unity Movement“.
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    On 9th April the general strike collapsed. In the course of the protest movement of the toiling black masses 83 people had been shot, 365 seriously wounded, and more than 20.000 arrested. The collapse of the general strike and the number of victims intensified the discussion about whether non-violent resistance could be an appropriate means of liberation. Under the given circumstances, Gandhi’s ideas had in fact proved inadequate. Since that time „Congress“ leaders have been increasingly influenced by Mao, Fanon, and Guevara.

    The most important single event in South Africa in 1960 was, however, the „peasant revolt“ (Govan Mbeki) in Pondoland, (136) where peasant committees seized power for several months.

    The Marxist orientated African leaders of the A.A.C., such as I.B. Tabata, A. Fataar, Dr. Limbada and N. Honono, who had achieved a mass basis in the Transkei and other reserves, (137) consider the black migratory urban and farm labourers the real focus of the South African freedom struggle. Their theory takes its point of departure from the fact, that this social group is not only the most numerous - with nearly ten million it constitutes one half of South Africa’s total population - but also the most brutally exploited.

    Since 1943 this group was kept informed in a steady and intensive flow  about the 10 - point programme and the „non-cooperation policy“ of the A.A.C. and the N.E.U.M. As a result of aggravated oppression and a sustained political enlightenment campaign, huge mass uprisings took place, touched off no doubt by news of the Sharpeville shootings. In this context a phenomenon has to be noted which characterized the Russian revolution of 1905, the Polish revolutionary insurrections of 1905-1906, (138) as well as the mass strikes that broke out in France in April 1968. It is the surprise and the lack of preparedness on the part of the established cadres of the left, the reason being, in South Africa’s case, that the political leadership of the A.A.C. and the N.E.U.M. considered a national revolutionary uprising of the toiling African masses premature, particularly in view of the still deficient organizational set-up (139) and the lack of communication with other parts of the country and the continent at large.

--------------------

136  Part of the Transkei „homeland“, which has a Xhosa population of about two million.

137  Up to this day the „Congress“ movement has but a negligible number of adherents among South Africa’s peasants and farm labourers.

138  Cf. Peter Nettl, Rosa Luxemburg, (Cologne/Berlin: Kiepenheuer & Witsch Verlag, 1967), p. 289 sq.

139  At that period guerrilla warfare was not yet envisaged as a distinct possibility by either the „Congress“ or the „Unity Movement“. Mao, Ho Chi Minh and „Che“ were only just being given a first reading.
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    It seemed, however, that the revolutionary social theory of the A.A.C. leadership had taken a powerful hold over the masses of radical migrant workers, for they proceeded to use „material force“ (Marx). Thousands (140) of the most exploited Africans revolted in the Reserves, primarily in Pondoland.

    At illegally convened mass meetings the landless migratory labourers discussed and decided their political strategy and tactics. They created the so-called „mountain committees“ (141) and „popular courts“ answerable to them, which dealt with any „impimpi“ (puppets, in Xhosa), „abangcatshi“ (traitors), and „abathengisi“. (142)

    The intaba, which had been formed from among the ranks of the assemblies, functioned for several months as the executive, i.e. as a de facto people’s government, in vast areas of Pondoland.

    In late 1960 the peasant revolt in the Transkei was crushed by the government in a series of military attacks. The political power of the intaba steadily decreased and the „Bantu Authorities“ came back into their own. Peasant organizations with thousands of members - such as Fita Khomo or Makhuluspan (143) - have, however, gone on existing in semi-legal form in the Transkei, despite the continuing state of emergency.

    The year 1960 was a turning point for the African freedom movement for the following reasons:

1. It became clear that to be successful the liberation movement must have

    a mass basis to begin with;

2. that the relay station between revolutionary theory and practice is the

    organization, which needs long-term planning;

3. that a system of revolutionary organization (144) must be evolved which

    does not lead to a dichotomy between the leadership and the masses so

    as to prevent the freedom struggle from becoming leaderless and

    disoriented through inevitable arrests and execution;

4. that the various cadre organizations and branches of the national

    liberation movement must be co-ordinated on a national and Southern

    African scale; (145)

5. that Sharpeville definitely refuted the thesis according to which the

    Gandhian pacifist method is the ultima ratio in the struggle for the

    abolition of apartheid; the idea of armed self-defence as a legitimate

    means to be used against government’s  arbitrariness came to be

    accepted;

6. that the Africans can expect little, if any, help from outside, i.e., that they

    themselves have to sustain and carry out their social revolution. Only then

    can  they hope for solidarity from socialist oriented states.

--------------------

140  Cf. S. Thion, The Pouvoir pâle, (Paris: Seuil, 1969), p. 263.

141  Also called „intaba“. They had the function of councils and replaced the hated „Bantu Authorities“ set up by the Verwoerd administration.

142  Spies or sell-outs. See also: New Age, Johannesburg, October 6, 1960.

143  Cf. Memorandum Submitted to the Committee of Nine of the Organization of African Unity by the A.A.C. and UMSA, Lusaka, June 1965, p. 19.

144  See the attempted revolutionary theory of the South African N.L.F. below.

145  The collapse of the Pondoland „Peasant Revolt“ shows the eventual ineffectiveness of such geographically limited uprisings. In addition, the liaison with politically independent African and Third World countries is nowadays indispensable. (See the Angola and Zimbabwe conflict)
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1. The foundation of the AFRICAN People’s Democratic Union of Southern Africa (APDUSA).

    Apart from the fact that in some instances there was a lack of adequate leadership and planning, the violent upheavals of 1960 clearly showed two factors:

    "the heroism and revolutionary tenacity of the African toiling masses,

    and for the first time in the emancipatory history of modern South Africa,

    the already definite existence of a social revolutionary basis. The millions

    of African migratory workers became active." (146)

    This new development called for a commensurate form of organization. The stronger centralization which became imperative was achieved by the founding of the APDUSA in 1961. This political organization, under the leadership of I. B. Tabata, subscribed to the programmes and policies of the A.A.C. and the „Unity Movement“. At the same time the South African revolution became to be viewed as part and parcel of the emancipation movement on the whole African continent and in the „Third World“.

The Verwoerd regime desperately tried to nip the new movement in the bud. (147) However, in 1963 the „Unity Movement“ was able to report to the O.A.U. as follows:

    „The last six months have seen the All African Convention

    grow by leaps and bounds. In addition to the village-

    committees all over the Transkei, it has now won over

    the MAKHULUSPAN, (148) numerically the biggest organization in

    South Africa. We have been penetrating also into

    the towns, where for the first time African, Coloured

    and Indian workers and intellectuals are joining as

    individuals the new organization, the APDUSA, which

    has captured the imagination of the oppressed.“ (149)

--------------------

146  Franz J.T. Lee, Address to the „United Nations Special Committee on Apartheid“, New York, 14 September, 1966.

147  Through the ‘90 Day Detention Act’, the ‘180 Day Detention Act’ and the ‘Sabotage Act’, in addition to banishment, imprisonment, torture and murder.

148  A peasants’ organization.

149  Memorandum submitted to the Committee of Nine of the Organization of African Unity, by the A.A.C. and Unity Movement of South Africa, Lusaka, June, 1965, p.19.
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    The constitution of the APDUSA defines its central objectives thus:

    "The democratic demands and aspirations of the oppressed

    workers and peasants shall be paramount in the orientation

    of the APDUSA in both its short-term and long-term objectives." (150)

In his presidential address at the first supra regional APDUSA conference in April 1961 Tabata describes this new tendency:

    "...it is only when we realize the supreme importance

    and worth of the toiling masses that we shall be able

    to adjust our attitudes properly towards them. Only then

    will the intellectuals in our midst rid themselves com-

    pletely of any suggestion of condescension in their

    dealings with the masses. This is the sine qua non for

    the proper integration of the leadership with the op-

    pressed masses. APDUSANS turn to the masses not with

    the idea of using them or their numbers but of

    identifying themselves with them, drawing strength and

    inspiration from them, while at the same time imparting

    to them that feeling of confidence, self-esteem and pride

    in their own achievements." (151)

 Tabata considers the „labouring classes“ the revolutionary element in South Africa. He says:

    "History has placed the destiny of our society in the hands

    of the toiling masses. If we are to succeed in our task

    of liberation, we must link ourselves dynamically and in-

    separably with the labouring classes." (152)

2. The foundation of underground movements developing methods of guerrilla warfare.

a) POQO and UMKHONTO WE SISWE.

     As previously mentioned, the various „Congress“ groupings had merged in 1955. Although the conference deciding on the merger was attended by 3.000 delegates, they represented only 200.000 Africans. (153) The tightening up of apartheid policy aggravated the discontent felt by many Africans and in 1958 led to another split among the „Congress“ groupings into „Charterists“, i.e. bureaucratic elements in sympathy with the liberals and the S.A.C.P., and „Africanists“, the militant Young avant-garde influenced by the ideas of Panafricanism.

    In 1959 the leadership of the „Africanists“, among them M.R. Sobukwe, P. Leballo, and J.M. Madzunyaden, founded the „Pan-Africanist Congress of South Africa“ (P.A.C.), which was promptly banned by the Verwoerd government, along with the A.N.C., on 8 April, 1960.

--------------------

150  Cf. I.B. Tabata, The Freedom Struggle in South Africa. In „Alexander Defense Committee“ Publication, New York, Merit Publishers, 1965, p. 18.

151  Tabata, The Freedom Struggle..., op. cit.

152  I.B. Tabata, The Freedom Struggle..., p. 19.

The leader of the „Unity Movement“, since 1972 Dr. h.c. Isaac B. Tabata, is no doubt an excellent Marxist theoretician and organizer. Nevertheless his works do not reflect the revolutionary action of the rank and file of the „Unity Movement“. Just reading Tabata gives us an inaccurate idea of this revolutionary tendency.

153  F.Feit, South Africa, (London: Oxford University Press, 1962), p. 32. Also Richard Gibson, African Liberation Movements, (London: Oxford University Press, 1972), p. 53.
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    Since that time the A.N.C., in collaboration with the S.A.C.P., has been operating underground as the „Umkhonto we Siswe“ movement. (154) The P.A.C. likewise reorganized as an underground movement under the name of „Poqo“.

    Between 1962 and 1965 the „Congress“ underground movement was almost totally dismantled. Its entire leadership was arrested and part of it sentenced to life imprisonment. Thousands of members were incarcerated, hundreds fled abroad. The P.A.C. - Maoist in outlook - is at present reorganizing its underground network.

    From 19 to 22 September, 1967 the avant-garde of the P.A.C. at a meeting in Moshi, Tanzania, discussed at great length the possibility of guerrilla warfare in South Africa. We quote some passages from the „Revolutionary Message to the Nation“ written by the Pan-Africanists in Noshi:

    "Our liberation movement has over the past decades of its

    existence been strongly influenced by socialist thinking and

    this has helped it to understand the nature of oppression in

    Azania (South Africa) ...

    We are convinced of our ultimate victory through a people’s

    war. We say ground the struggle firmly amongst the masses!

    We believe in protracted armed struggle as the only way to

    obliterate all traces of white supremacy and imperialism! ...

    On the basis of the three revolutionary principles, let hundreds

    of fighting groups blossom over the far corners of Azania. In

    the course of the coming confrontation they will unify into

    Azania’s  Army of National Liberation." (155)

b) The foundation of the Yu Chi Chan Club (Y.C.C.C.), later renamed

National Liberation Front of South Africa (N.L.F.).

    When speaking in his own defence before the Bolivian military tribunal, Che Guevara’s erstwhile companion, Régis Debray, made the following challenging statement:

    "Except for the mentally sick and the fascists, no one likes

    men to have to make history by killing. But if you want to

    talk about crimes, where are the innocent ones? ... Each one

    has to decide which side he is on - on the side of violence that

    represses or violence that liberates." (156)

--------------------

154  For further information see H.H.W. de Villiers, Riviona: Operation Mayibuye. (Johannesburg: Afrikaanse Pers-Boekhandel, 1964).

L. Strydom, Riviona Unmasked. (Johannesburg: Voortrekkerpers, 1965).

B. Mtolo, The Road to the Left: Umkhonto we Siswe. (Durban, 1966).

G. Ludi and B. Grobbelaar, The Amazing Mr. Fischer, (Cape Town: Nasionale Boekhandel, 1966).

The preceding books represent the point of view of the Boer regime, whereas in the following the main actors in the drama state their own case.

B. Fischer, What I Did Was Right. (London: Mayibuye publications, 1966).

N. Mandela, No Easy Way to Freedom. (London: A Christian Action Pamphlet, 1965).

Al J. Venter, The Terror Fighters. (Cape Town/Johannesburg: Purnell, 1969).

Hilda Bernstein, Die Männer von Rivonici. (Berlin: Verlag Volk und Welt, 1968).

155  „P.A.C. Report of National Executive Committee Meeting at Moshi, Tanzania“, 19th to 22nd September, 1967, Lusaka 1967, p. 28 sq.

156  Quoted from Granma, Havanna, 28 Jan., 1968.
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    Up to Sharpeville (1960) none of the great political movements in South Africa - neither the „Unity Movement“ nor the „Congress“ - had considered the violent overthrow of the Herrenvolk regime and the seizure of politico economic control an integral part of its strategy. The „Congress“ insisted on Gandhian pacifist methods of struggle, while the  „Unity Movement“ emphasized political education and the organization of the masses.

    What both failed to see was the fact that the historical conditions, both objective and subjective, for a possible social revolution had never before matured to the same point as in the early Sixties.

    The urban and suburban migrant workers uprisings in 1960 had confronted the rulers of South Africa with the distinct possibility of a social revolution. Politically the representatives of Western imperialism and of Boer Herrenvolkism were divided, while militarily the Verwoerd regime was in no position to crush a full-blown national revolt. The economic situation was skirting chaos. Foreign capital was being repatriated from South Africa. The general strike paralysed  the entire economy. The pass laws were no longer functioning. To put it in a nutshell, the whole country found itself plunged into a grave social crisis.

    In this critical situation the old leadership cadres of the „Unity Movement“, including the newly founded APDUSA, were unable to develop any initiative in furtherance of a social revolution, (157) although the former „Spartacists“ in the A.A.C. like Tabata, Gool, Fataar and Taylor were finally being offered a genuine chance to translate Marxist theory into revolutionary practice after thirty years. Since this old guard had for decades monopolized the leadership of the „Unity Movement“, partly even using bureaucratic and dictatorial methods, and had thus developed into an in-group impervious to any outside impulses and unable to grasp „the sudden turning point of history“ (Lenin), far from moving to the front-line of the revolution, it chose to consider the uprising premature. The masses of migrant workers were marching leaderless in the streets  of Cape Town, Johannesburg, Durban, Bizana, Flagstaff, Lusikisiki, and Nqusa Hill.

    The younger Socialists in the APDUSA (158) consequently began to criticize the policy of the established leadership groups. As a result in 1961 Dr. N. Alexander and Dr. K. G. Abrahams were expelled from the APDUSA, and hence from the entire „Unity Movement“. Since Alexander and Abrahams enjoyed the support of the majority of young revolutionaries in the Western Cape, they decided in April 1961 to found the „Yu Chi Chan Club“ (Y.C.C.C.), independent of the „Unity“ movement and conceived as an underground organization with a strategy of guerrilla struggle. It was inspired by the writings and practical activity of the Cuban guerrilla leader, Ernesto ‘Che’ Guevara. The Y.C.C.C. was later renamed N.L.F. (1962). Just how much the N.L.F. has learned from ‘Che’ will be documented by a few quotations from its newspaper, LIBERATION, Pamphlet 3 (1961).

--------------------

157  Almost the entire „Congress“ leadership was in prison, although some leaders had fled abroad.

158  Such as Dr. Kenneth G. Abrahams, Dr. Neville Alexander, Ottilie Abrahams, Fikile Bam, Marcus Solomons, Elizabeth von der Heyden, et al.
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    During the sensational trial of Dr. Neville Alexander and ten other leading members of the N.L.F. in 1964 this document was used by the prosecution as the main piece of incriminating evidence. The activity of a guerrilla is characterized as follows in the N.L.F. organ:

    "A guerrilla is an ardent and convinced person who is

    willing to sacrifice his life and to take up arms to

    win freedom.

    He is far more than a man with a gun; the gun is but

    one part of his activity. He represents the highest

    development of a dedicated revolutionary and effectively

    unites political theory with military action.

    He knows when to fight and where to fight... .

    Much time is spent spreading political propaganda,

    winning support for the revolution and weakening the in-

    fluence of the enemy. A guerrilla is always creative! He

    is creating a new society. As he builds he reduces the

    present oppressive society to ruins."

 Theoretically the N.L.F. took its point of departure from the following theses:

a) that the non-white population is the social, revolutionary

    force in South Africa;

b) that the South African revolution was to advance in

    the form of guerrilla warfare designed to destroy

    the socio-economic basis of the Herrenvolk state;

c) that guerrilla struggles, to begin with, would

    mainly take place outside the cities;

d) that the typical guerrilla would be an agrarian

    revolutionary having to fight to free the land;

e) that certain key areas would have to be liberated first,

    which subsequently would have to be enlarged;

f) that such operations in the country must be supported

    by sabotage operations in the cities and industrial centres;

g) that the N.L.F. is leading a revolution of the „oppressed

    and exploited people of S.A.“ (159)

 "Liberation" defines its practical revolutionary aims as follows:

    "The Y.C.C.C. sets out to establish an organizational

    network that will lead the struggle. We train the

    guerrilla fighters for leadership of the national

    liberation war. ... The Y.C.C.C. is a wide network made

    up of hundreds of cells, (one cell to each major town in S.A.)

    ... we will co-ordinate the multiple local revolts in-

    to a national revolution. ... The target is thus 2.500

    members (minimum) distributed throughout South Africa." (160)

--------------------

159  See Theoretical Organ of the Y.C.C.C., vol. II, Cape Town, 1961.

160  Liberation, vol. III, p. 1 sq.
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    By July, 1963, the N.L.F. had gained a foothold all over South Africa. It succeeded in building up over 20 cadres in Natal, the Cape Province, the Transvaal, and Namibia. However, the South African secret service managed to infiltrate the underground organization. What’s more, the young pioneers of guerrilla struggle in South Africa were inexperienced, imprudent and sometimes even politically naive. The tragic result was that eleven leading N.L.F. members of the Western Cape branches were arrested and sentenced to long terms of imprisonment. Still, the overwhelming majority of members succeeded in making for safety. Some, among them Dr. Abrahams, fled abroad (161) to carry on the struggle.

    Why had it become necessary for the young militant revolutionaries to establish the „National Liberation Front of South Africa“?

 In a period of extreme social tension and antagonism the oppressed seeks a thousand ways and means of fighting back. The young generation is ever responsive to this urge to attack the bastions of oppression and, free from mature restraint, embarks on emotionally motivated and ill-thought-out minor operations. Such operations, and the organizations that carry them out, are doomed to a short but tragic life. Add to this a period when the major national organizations of the oppressed black, themselves reeling from the heavy body blows of the Herrenvolk, are in full-scale retreat from the front line of the revolution in South Africa, leaving their rank and file in confusion and disarray, and it is obvious that minor organizations are all the more ill-fated.

Numerous such groups sprang up in South Africa after the so-called „Sharpeville crisis“ but most of them have in the meantime met with their inevitable end.

    The N.L.F. of South Africa was not one of those. From its very inception it was a serious attempt at re-organization by elements in the national liberation movement and an endeavour to re-launch the revolution at a higher level, giving it clear scientific socialistic momentum. The N.L.F. was a genuine and authentic attempt to set the South African oppressed firmly on the road to a revolutionary overthrow of the Herrenvolk regime. Though short-lived, it pointed with unmistakable clarity to the road which the South African revolution shall have to take. At the beginning of the ‘Sixties it surely served as a vanguard of the oppressed South Africans. - In which way was it the vanguard?

    The N.L.F. postulated, as the first task of the national liberation movement, the complete and absolute destruction of the white Herrenvolk state. In practical terms this means that insofar as it is the white rulers of South Africa who have erected and perpetuated their domination through an oppressive state, the Herrenvolk must out of historical necessity be destroyed.

     The N.L.F. stated that every means of struggle, legal and illegal, political, economic, non-violent and violent, should be used to the fullest extent in order to bring about the overthrow of white hegemony and international capital. The concrete realities of the social situation (i.e. brutal suppression of the defenceless African masses) determine the form of the struggle and give it its own morality.

--------------------

161  To Zambia, where he continued his activities until his expulsion, in 1969, to Sweden.
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    The N.L.F. had certainly realized that the revolutionary struggles of the various States in Southern Africa are inextricably bound up together, and that none of these states can free itself on its own from the fatal embrace of the sub imperialist centre, the Republic of South Africa. Hence the South African Revolution, even considered in its narrowest sense, is at the least a revolution of all the oppressed peoples in Southern  Africa. For this reason the leadership of the revolution, whose essential task is to find an emancipatory function for all genuinely committed people, no matter how contradictory their personalities and ideas might be, must of necessity incorporate representatives from all the states of Southern Africa.

    The multiple facets of revolutionary guerrilla warfare were studied and the application of its principles adapted to the South African struggle. The founders of the N.L.F. saw their organization as being per se outside the pale of South African law; they did not view it as the underground continuation of a previously legal political organization; it was an organization without the slightest shadow of a legal existence.

    It represented a radical break with the cowardly subservience to white rule of a large part of the black intelligentsia, which had been a marked feature of the majority of South African political organizations for decades. The N.L.F. was an emphatic declaration by the rising youth from all strata of society of their firm commitment to the freedom struggle.

    Although the NLF was „nipped in the bud“ before it could set out on full-scale revolutionary action, nevertheless from it documents it is crystal-clear that it scorned a policy, namby-pamby and absurd, advocating sabotage of inoffensive electric pylons, offices and telephone booths (typical of „Umkhonto we Siswe“ in the early ‘Sixties), without harming a single hair of the agents of imperialism and capitalism in South Africa; it likewise scorned a policy advocating the white men, women, and children, must be slaughtered, without any political organization or military mobilization of the African masses in the country itself.

     One of the leaders of the N.L.F. had expressed this harsh reality in 1966 in unequivocal terms:

    „The revolution will be bloody and prolonged, necessitating endless

    sacrifice on the part of the oppressed and exacting a heavy toll in

    human life. The new South Africa, like the new Cuba, the new Algeria

    and like the new Vietnam, will be born bespattered with blood from

    head to foot. This is both inevitable and necessary. There is no other way

    to freedom.“

     Although Pamphlet No. III, published by the N.L.F. and reproduced as an appendix to this book, is obviously brash and unsophisticated, and contains certain errors, as it was produced in the heat of the revolutionary battle and not edited ever since, nevertheless it contains the essence of the spirit of the N.L.F. which still lives on in South Africa. As the South African Revolution will advance in the near future, in the transitional epoch between capitalism and socialism on a global scale, its main contributions to revolutionary theory and practice and also the continuous application of its overall strategy by the national liberation movement will be thrown into relief.
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    All the refined tricks of Herrenvolkism in Southern Africa, from the establishment of an „independent“ Transkei as a „Bantustan“, or giving some ANC leaders like Nelson Mandela on Robben Island political amnesty in order to try and bring the policy of „separate development“ to full flowering, to international lies and crookery, will not stop the emancipatory flow of history in the „Deep South“ of Africa.

E. Summary

    A knowledge of the history of the South African liberation movement such as we have endeavoured to describe as concisely as possible, is a sine qua non for any analysis of Marxist influence in South Africa.

 Ideally the historical development of the liberation movement can be divided into two phases:

1. 1880 - 1960: the phase of protest remaining within

     the confines of the capitalist system (passive resistance);

2. 1960 - the present: the tendency towards liberation

     through force (counter violence).

    By virtue of its renunciation of violence the policy of non-violent resistance remains within the bourgeois norm, according to which the social order of capitalist society represented and guaranteed by the state „exists only on the basis of an assumed general consenting will“ and „a destruction of the system of domination is tantamount to the self-destruction of the general will“ (Marcuse). (162)

    Experience, however, - in particular the one gained through the adoption of a policy of non-violence - showed the black emancipation movement in South Africa that the „general consenting will“ is a fiction under the cover of which the paramountcy of the White minority with its narrowly defined group interests can be all the more safely entrenched. The very policy of apartheid which according to Walker „is in many ways an idealistic programme for the protection of the interests of each racial group and the fostering of goodwill and co-operation between them by the complete segregation of each group“, (163) proved unequivocally that the political and economic interests of the impoverished African migrant workers („peasants“ and workers) are incompatible with those of the privileged white middle class. The idea of liberation through violence in South Africa is also given a fillip by palpable practical experience accruing from contact with Boer nationalists who do not just oppose one or the other manifestation of emancipatory action among the exploited but detest their liberation on principle and thwart it through their authoritarian and racist policies.

    The development of independent African organizations - from the ‘Watch Tower’ movement to the N.L.F. - is indicative of the growth of political awareness among the Africans: from Christian and chiliastic concepts of a radical transformation of the world, through isolated political and trade union demands which fail to arraign the capitalist system as such, to the bourgeois-democratic 10 point programme and the principle of non-cooperation with the oppressors, and finally to the virtual negation of the capitalist system in South Africa through the guerrilla struggle.

--------------------

162  Cf. Max Horkheimer, Schriften des Instituts für Sozialforschung, in the volume entitled Studien über Autorität und Familie, (Paris: Félix Alcan, 1936), p. 170.

163  Eric A. Walker, A History of Southern Africa..., p. 770.
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    Such a development, however, in no wise allows of a static definition of the term „liberty“, which appears again and again in the pamphlets and programmes of the various liberation movements. It covers elements of both continuity and discontinuity. Its continuity is accounted for by the objective structure of South African society, in which up to this day non-Europeans (Africans) have been a group subjected without recourse to the arbitrariness of governmentally authority, a group discriminated against both economically and socially. This static approach must be supplemented by a dynamic one, taking into account the changes in the social structure and in the consciousness of the oppressed. Thus, we have seen that up to the end of the 19th century liberty for the African merely meant the negation of colonialism and the re-establishment of tribal society. The concept of liberty of the politico-religious movements was essentially characterized by Christian egalitarian notions relating to forms of social life, whereas that of the ANC and the „Congress“ movement bore the imprint of the political theory of liberalism and the teachings of Gandhi. Today the concept of liberty of all liberation movements, especially that of the „Unity Movement“, is unimaginable without the influence of Marxism and its ideological deformations.

    The influence of Marxism, including the theories of Lenin, Trotsky, (Stalin), Mao, „Che“, Castro, and Ho Chi Minh, is mainly manifested in the programmes and policies of the A.A.C. and the Unity Movement whenever the discussion is focussed either on the agrarian question (164) or on an analysis of the race or class character of South African society as relating to an overall conception of leadership and the masses, which is of special significance for the problem of organization. (165) It is also reflected in the revolutionary theories of the N.L.F., as well as in the strategies of „Poqo“ and „Umkhonto we Siswe“ (as an overall strategy of its underground continuation today.)

    The short history of the South African liberation movement shows the influence of Marxism not so much as an influence of specifically „Marxist“ dogmas but in terms of a materialistic dialectic.

 This influence is not an other-directed product of Marxism but an outcrop of South African history itself or, more precisely, of the history of colonialism. The specific problem of the liberation movements in the given situation therefore consisted of, firstly, identifying the frame of reference imposed upon the people and inculcated into them by the colonizers, which compelled them to interpret all socio-economic phenomena in terms of the inequality of races, and debunking such racial theories as superstructural phenomena, and, secondly, developing a strategy and tactics which would annul and supersede the act of colonization. While the colonizers invoked the dynamics of capitalism, the capitalist imperialist conditions of production in South Africa themselves had to be convicted of historicity, i.e. of being subject to supersession.

--------------------

164  Conducted in the „Spartacus Club“ and the F.I.O.S.A

165  Cf. I.B. Tabata, Letter to Mandela on the Problem of the Organizational Unity in South Africa, Lusaka, All African Convention Unity Movement, 1965, and The Freedom Struggle..., op.cit.
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In this context yet another aspect of Marxism became increasingly significant, viz. its translation into victorious societal power among former colonial or semi-colonial nations. All those peoples, whose modes of production, institutions, and cultures colonialism had destroyed by violence, found in Marxist thought both an analysis of the true nature of capitalism and a theory of how to overcome it. This international perspective symbolized by Mao Tse-Tung, Ho Chi Minh, Castro, „Che“, Fanon, Lumumba, Ben Barka, Cabral, Neto, Mondlane, and Malcom X, is by no means the luxury of an intellectual never-never land but an integral part of those „Third World“ movements advancing the cause of the social revolution against the rearguard action of a recalcitrant imperialistic block, operating through the present world economic system.
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Chapter 3: Trotskyism and Stalinism in South Africa

    "Instead of uniting before the common enemy -

    Apartheid - the non-European political leaders

    spend their time and energies debating the

    various ideological brands of Communism -- Stalinism

    and Trotskyism -- while the masses are left

    leaderless." (1)

                                       George Padmore, 1956

    "... It is the duty of the revolutionaries to

    make the revolution."  (2)

                                        Fidel Castro, 1967

A. Concerning the theory of socialist revolution. (3)

    Marx evolved his theory of revolution in the years 1840-1844, and it was intended to be a programme for the bourgeois-democratic revolution, then overdue in Germany. Germany’s historical time lag as compared with her Western-bourgeois neighbours (England, France) offered the German revolution a unique historical chance not only to make up for the „political emancipation“ that had been brought about by the Jacobine revolution in France, but even to surpass it in a „human emancipation“ which would go so far as to overcome the contradiction between citoyen and bourgeois.

--------------------

1  George Padmore, Pan-Africanism..., p. 362.

2  From: Message to the Peoples of the World, op. cit.

3  For this section, which of course has to restrict itself to certain aspects of the theories under discussion, the author has drawn on the following literature:

Marx-Engels, Werke, vols. 4 and 7, (Berlin: Dietz, 1959).

G. Lukacs, „Zur philosophischen Entwicklung des jungen Marx“, in: Schriften zur Ideologie und Politik, (Neuwied: Luchterhand, 1967).

Arthur Rosenberg, A History of Bolshevism. From Marx to the Five Year’s Plan. Trans. Ian F.D. Morrow. (London: Oxford University Press, 19 (?)).

Lev Trotsky, The Permanent Revolution and Results and Prospects, (London: New Park Publications, 1962).

V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, (Moscow: Foreign Languages Publishing House London, Lawrence and Wishart, 1960) vols. 21-26.

G. Lukacs, Lenin. A Study on the Unity of His Thought. Trans. Nicholas Jacobs. (London: New Left Books, 1970).

I. Deutscher, Stalin. A Political Biography. (London: Oxford University Press, 1949).

I.V. Stalin, Problems of Leninism, (New York: International Publishers, 1934).

idem, Marxism and the National and Colonial Question, (London: Lawrence & Wishart, 1942).

Lev Trotsky, Stalin. An Appraisal of the Man and His Influence. Trans. Ch. Malamuth. 2 vols. (London: Panther Books, 1969).

R.V. Daniels, The Conscience of the Revolution. Communist Opposition in Soviet Russia. (Cambridge, Mas.: Harvard University Press; London: Oxford University Press, 1960).

St. R. Schram, Die permanente Revolution in China (Introduction). (Frankfurt a.M.: Edition Suhrkamp, 1966).

I. Fetscher, Der Marxismus, (München: Piper, 1967).

idem: Marx and Marxism, (New York: Herder and Herder, 1971).
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    In clarifying the question of the subject of such a revolution Marx not only crossed the line from radical bourgeois-ideologist to theoretician of the socialist revolution but also from utopian to „scientific“ socialism, which alone is susceptible of designing the bridge of praxis that must of necessity link the criticism of the present with the utopia of the future, and of actuating the „alliance of thinking and suffering men“ that will liberate human society from the shackles of the bourgeois mode of production, and hence from the class system on a world scale.

    Two parties are bound to find themselves in a temporary alliance prompted by the revolution, although they differ in their basic attitude towards that revolution: a petty-bourgeois one that aims at getting it done and ever with, and a proletarian one that keeps pushing it forward „until all more or less propertied classes have been squeezed out of authority, executive power has been wrested from them by the proletariat, and the associations of proletarians not only in one country but in all leading countries of the world are so far advanced (...) that at least the decisive forces of production will be concentrated in the hands of the proletariat“ (Marx/Engels, "Address of the Central Authority to the League“, March 1850).

    This postulation of permanency for the proletarian revolution, which at the same time was the common platform of the League of Communists and the Blanquists, contains the following criteria of a socialist revolution:

a) Achievement of the hegemony of the proletariat, by

    means of its party or parties, in the historically

    retarded bourgeois revolution;

b) Establishment of a proletarian dictatorship, i.e.

    seizing control of executive power with a view to the

    expropriation and reorganization of the means of

    production;

c) Internationalization of the revolution to bring about

    co-operation among the proletarian dominated, most

    highly developed („dominant“) societies in order to prevent

    „communism“ from merely becoming a generalized form

    of indigence and want which would invariably entail

    new types of inequality, the formation of classes,

    and the setting up of a machinery of repression vis-á-vis

    the majority of the people.
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    At the beginning of the present century Bolsheviks and left-wing German Social Democrats discovered once more the „topicality of the revolution“ that informs the Marxian writings of about 1848. The Russian revolution of 1905 raised the problem of the character of this revolution not only for the Russian Social Democrats but also for the Second International in its entirety. Three options were developed:

    a) the Menshevik one,

    b) the Bolshevik one,

    c) that of the inspirer of the first Petersburg council

        of workers’ deputies, Lev Trotsky.

    According to Menshevik theory, the task of the revolution was restricted to toppling the tsarist regime and establishing a bourgeois-democratic republic, in the framework of which Russian capitalism would then expand freely, while Russian social democracy would by means of its opposition and powerful organization protect the Russian workers from the worst forms of exploitation. In their opinion a socialist revolution would not be feasible in Russia, given its uneven development, since a highly developed capitalism would be the necessary pre-condition for any revolution.

    Lenin’s formula for the Russian revolution up to the World War I was that of the „democratic dictatorship of the workers and peasants“. His interest was mainly directed to the classes known to be incubating the revolution, hence its most likely protagonists. 100 million landless peasants would break out of their semi-serfdom and fight for the distribution of land; 5 million urban workers would support the peasant war by using the strike weapon in the cities, with the socialist objectives in mind.

    The result would be a revolutionary coalition between workers’ and peasants’ parties since the Russian bourgeoisie, in consequence of the special characteristics of Russian development, would be unable to play an independent political role. The bourgeois revolution, being consummated by peasants and workers would henceforth take on a proletarian character, at least in the cities, by virtue of the forms of struggle adopted. Besides, the Russian revolution would be the signal for the „purely“ proletarian revolution in Western Europe to erupt.
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    Trotsky went a step further, predicting in 1905/1906 that the coalition assumed by Lenin would of necessity quickly be followed by the hegemony of the urban proletariat since in view of the inherent weakness of the Russian bourgeoisie the petty-bourgeoisie class of peasants, scattered and traditionally incapable of organization as it was, would be bound to come under the leadership of the urban proletariat. Once they had seized control, the urban workers, mindful of where their interests lay, would have no option but to crack open the horizon of bourgeois-capitalist institutions, economic as well as political, and „to put collectivism on the agenda“. This would bring them into conflict with the interests of the petty-bourgeois class of peasants. Without support from the proletarian revolution in the - capitalistically speaking - most highly developed countries, the proletarian revolution would not be able to hold its own in backward Russia. The fate of the Russian workers’ revolution would be decided by social struggles on an international scale.

    During the time of World War I Lenin drew closer to Trotsky’s position and upon his return from exile propagated the second, proletarian-socialist revolution („April theses“). The events of 1917 in Russia fully confirmed Trotsky’s prognosis made in 1905. The Bolshevik seizure of power in October/November was doubtlessly informed by the expectation that the socialist revolution would not fail to spread internationally within a short time, as evidenced by the manifestos and debates of both the first Comintern congresses and the party congresses of the Russian Communist Party (RCP) as well as the writings of revolutionary leaders.

    The factional struggles within the RCP and the Third International from 1923 to 1929 basically centred upon the question as to how the first isolated workers’ state should „correctly“ conduct its internal and external policies in the interest of both the Russian and the international proletariat. In what was a clear breach of the Bolshevik tradition of 1917-1923 Stalin in 1924 inaugurated a new version of a nationally restricted communism.
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    The need for throwing into gear the lagging process of industrialization in Russia was not in itself a matter for factional dispute. The problem arose about the ways and means to be adopted in its implementation, this being the import of the economic controversy between Preobrashenski and Bukharin.

    The Third International had been created as an instrument for spreading the socialist revolution. The question open for debate among the factions was that of the policy of alliances in highly as well as underdeveloped countries.  It would seem that Stalin comparatively early considered the chance of spreading the international revolution quite minimal (cf. his letter of August 1923 to Zinoviev on the chances of the Communist revolution in Germany, in which he counsels „soft-pedalling“).

    In China (1925-1927), as later in Spain (1931-1939) the Stalinist faction, through the mechanism of the Comintern, enforced its own conception, predicated on the necessity of fostering a revolutionary phase which initially was to be bourgeois-nationalist in outlook. This meant that the Communist parties of both countries were not supposed to pursue independent Communist policy but to restrict themselves merely to lending critical support to the national revolutionary movement (Kuomintang or Popular Front as the case might be) unless they were impelled to enter into alliances with those organizations calling for the total abandonment of their own principles.

    Stalin thus elevated the old formula of the „democratic dictatorship of the workers and peasants“, to which he had subscribed as editor of Pravda as late as in spring 1917, to the status of a programme for the Communist International. This resulted in defeats for the revolutionary classes and the parties representing them. Lenin’s reproach of „Menshevism“ here applies, at least with regard to the concept that a revolution in backward countries has to be conducted in stages.

    Just at the beginning of the century Bolshevism and Menshevism had confronted each other, so now Stalinism and Trotskyism emerged as the enemy brothers of the late ‘Twenties and ‘Thirties. In total opposition to the whole Marxist tradition Stalin, in defending his internal policy in autumn 1924, proclaimed the thesis of the possibility of achieving Socialism in a single Country (Russia). By postulating that even if no further revolution were forthcoming Russia would be able to achieve Socialism/Communism under its own steam, Stalin thus made a national communist virtue out of an imposed autarchic necessity. As early as 1928 Trotsky called this a „theory of empty promises“, an „opiate for the people“.

-72-

     Within the framework of Marxist theory Socialism in fact means surplus production and overcoming the scarcity of foodstuffs by international co-operation among the planned economies of the most highly developed industrial countries. Only in such a context is there any sense in speaking of the „withering away“ of the State, the abolition of inequality, and the disappearance of social classes.

    Ever since the German working class had conceded victory to Hitler without a struggle when he rose to power in 1933, Trotsky, in his criticism of the policy and theory of the Third International, put the responsibility for the political „errors“ committed (Germany 1923) and the „betrayal of proletarian interests“ (Germany 1933 and Spain 1936-1939) squarely at the doorstep of the emergent bureaucratic clique in the first workers’ state, motivated by social self-interest. Since 1928 this clique had usurped the political power of the workers’ soviets and built up an enormous machinery of oppression; it acted as a self-appointed trustee of the nationalized means of production and busied itself with perpetuating its status as the privileged caste.

    Both on the theoretical level and in their practical or organizational approach the revolutionary programmes of the Stalinist-Menshevik faction on the one hand, and of the Trotskyite persuasion on the other, have confronted one another in developing as well as in highly developed countries.

    The Trotskyites pose the question of revolutionary objectives and of the classes likely to achieve them. They are convinced that there is not a single developing country in which the local bourgeoisie is susceptible of even solving the problems of the bourgeois revolution (increase of private property, distribution of land, national independence, a parliamentary republic) and consequently that henceforth the achievement and defence of traditionally bourgeois revolutionary aims has to be entrusted to poor peasants with a proletarian leadership, who in consonance with the logic of the internal and external political situation, just as happened in the Russian, Cuban or Vietnamese revolution will utilize their power, once it is attained, for enforcing far-reaching socialist objectives.
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B. The Genesis of the Theory of Trotskyism and its Development in South Africa. (4)

    After Stalin’s victory over the ‘Left Opposition’ and Trotsky’s banishment from Russia in 1929 the Communist parties in the various countries expelled the ‘Trotskyites’ from their ranks. In 1930 the Trotskyites thus excluded from the ‘South African Communist Party’ (SACP) founded the ‘Lenin Club’.

 Before long two different political tendencies, represented by the Marxist leaders Bullac and Averbuch, emerged in the ‘Lenin Club’. The „majority“ faction, led by Averbuch, was of the opinion that the main task of the South African revolution was the abolition of national oppression, viz. racial discrimination. Furthermore it held that the revolutionary party was to carry out its activities publicly, although it should be prepared to go underground as soon as the struggle gathered momentum.

    The „minority“ faction led by Bullac put forward the central thesis that the agrarian revolution was „the alpha and omega of the South African revolution“ and that the Leninist Party had to operate solely as an underground organization.

    The Averbuch group rejected this standpoint with the argument that South Africa was in a different position from other colonies or semi-colonies in which agrarian reform and the mobilization of the peasantry admittedly were the prime revolutionary objectives.

    When after endless debates the two factions failed to come to an agreement, they decided to call upon Trotsky to join the discussion and consequently sent him their respective points of view drawn up in the form of theses. (5) This happened in 1933, at the time when Trotsky „roamed the planet without a visa“, trying to obtain political asylum from the so-called Western democracies. For this reason, only the theses of the „minority“ (Bullac) group reached him.

--------------------

4  The terms „Trotskyite“ and „Stalinist“ are used in the present work exclusively as historical-scientific categories and not in any defamatory sense.

5  All copies of the two original theses have been lost and cannot be found again. In fact, very few documents encompassing this period of Marxist influence on the liberation movements are still in existence. This exposition can therefore only be of a fragmentary nature.
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    His famous „Letter to South Africa“ (6) of 20th April, 1933, was Trotsky’s answer to the minority theses. Although he declared that he was too insufficiently acquainted with South African conditions, he gave an authoritative answer to many of the controversial points. He produced a thorough-going analysis of the national question, which he used as a backdrop to the problem of land reform. Trotsky argued that at the time of the dispute the South African people were in fact a people of peasants (7) and that its majority felt their land hunger more keenly then national oppression, but that the Marxist leadership had to draw unstinted political conclusions from this land hunger and „fiscal bondage“ in which the African masses were held. (8)

    Trotsky defined the specific nature of the national question in South Africa as follows:

    "The South African possessions of Great Britain form a dominion

    only from the point of view of the white minority. From the

    point of view of the black majority, South Africa is a slave

    colony."

--------------------

6  See: Workers’ Voice, November 1944, Vol.I, No.2, p. 18-20, and Appendix I.

7  Around 1933 South Africa was still characterized by a mining and agrarian economy; its industry was still in its infancy. In 1934-35, e.g., mining constituted 21% of the gross national product, agriculture (including forestry and fisheries) 13.5%, while private industry (excluding government-controlled industries) accounted for 15.2%. At the same period 65.2% of the Whites, 53.9% of the Coloured, 66.3% of the Indians but only 17.3% of the Blacks (excluding migratory labourers) were urbanized.

The total population could be broken down as follows: 2 million Whites, 0.76 mill. Coloureds, 0.22 mill. Indians, and 6.5 mill black Africans. Cf. D.H. Houghten, The South African Economy, (Cape Town: Oxford University Press, 1973).

8  The Averbuch group, e.g., claimed that the minority’s failure to combine the request for land with that for political democracy amounted to a purely „liberal“ solution of the „native question“, the reason being that white liberalism in South Africa in the ‘Thirties advocated handing ever more lands to the Africans by enlarging the reserves in order to stop the urbanization of the blacks and thus forestall industrial unrest. Trotsky called upon the Bullac group to eliminate liberalism both in theory and political practice.
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    Judging by formal criteria South Africa is a free nation in relation to the outside world, as far as its interior policy is concerned. Its status as a dominion, „whose white inhabitants manage their own affairs“, (9) is, however, but the juridical expression of the domination of a white minority lording over the African peoples of South Africa in the interest of imperialism.

    On the one hand, the term „slave colony“ fittingly describes the socio-economic structure of South Africa, which is characterized by the functional coexistence of capitalist economic forms geared to a market economy and a subsistence economy in the reserves. In view of the miserable soil conditions, the scarcity of land and a violent system of taxation the latter had, however, better be defined as an „infra-subsistence economy“, (10) since it represents the basis of a system of excessive wage slavery. On the other hand it describes the concrete living conditions of the African masses: extremely low wages, high taxes, political bondage, no free choice of one’s place of work or residence, no freedom to change one’s place of work, and a rigorous system of controls through the obligation to carry passes.

    Trotsky, aware of the fact that in 19th century Europe the solution of the national question in a heterogeneous nation had led to truncation and the setting up of small independent states, still held the opinion that in South Africa likewise the foundation of separate white and black states might be a possibility.

    He therefore considered the establishment of separate black states justified if and when it was based on the Africans’ own free decision and not the result of pressure from the white oligarchy. This basic attitude of Trotsky’s was in keeping with Lenin’s viewpoint that the right of peoples to self-determination leading to national independence had to be supported by Socialists as a stepping-stone to proletarian internationalism. (11) Trotsky did not realize that the blacks were in no position to call for the foundation of an independent national state since the destruction of their traditional societies had not left them with any option to evolve new economic, political, and cultural institutions of their own. Neither did the paramount role of gold-mining and its ancillary industries, upon the functioning of which the existence of the entire South African population depended either directly or indirectly, allow of a separation as a progressive solution.

--------------------

9  Cf. Franz Ansprenger, Auflösung der Kolonialreiche, dtv Weltgeschichte des 20. Jhdts. (Munich: Deutscher Taschenbuch Verlag, 1966), p. 53.

10  Cf. Serge Thion, Le Pouvoir pâle, (Paris: Editions du Soleil, 1969), p. 115.

11  V.I. Lenin, „Preliminary Draft Theses on the National and the Colonial Questions“, in: Collected Works in 40 vols., (Moscow: Progress Publishers), vol. 31, 1966, p. 144-164.
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     For this reason the African bourgeois-democratic vanguard of the liberation movement as early as 1935, at the time of the foundation of the A.A.C., demanded a multi-racial society with equal rights for all groups. It enunciated three aspects of a liberal-democratic solution:

a) the equalization of political rights;

b) the right of the unimpeded sale of one’s labour, and

c) the right to purchase and sell land freely.

In view of those facts, secession - if at all it could be considered a way out - (12) would virtually have been the option of the white minority, and not of the black majority.

    Trotsky’s letter touched off a heated discussion among South Africa’s Socialist groupings. The problem of the international workers’ movement also came to be drawn into this discussion, and a critical assessment of the Second and Third International took shape. Thus the „Lenin Club“ on the 1st of May, 1934, issued a pamphlet (13) calling for the foundation of a Fourth International:

    „...as there is no longer room for the rotting Second

    International, and no longer hope for the resurrection of

    the Third, we must start a new.

    We shall start, richer from the experience of the past, to

    build a new Revolutionary International and a new Revolutio-

    nary Workers Party, a party which will be true to the best

    traditions of Marx and Lenin and their achievement in the

    October Revolution ...“ (14)

 When soon after, the „Lenin Club“ broke up, a victim of its own internal contradictions, the active members of the ‘majority’ faction, Averbuch (pseudonym for A. Mon), Schoor, ‘Babeuf’, Jaffe, Peters and others, drawing their inspiration from the Lenin Club’s call for a Fourth International, named their newly founded organization the Fourth International Organization of South Africa (FIOSA). A newspaper entitled 'Workers’ Voice' became its theoretical organ. (15)

--------------------

12  The so-called autonomous ‘black states’, like the present-day Bantustans, had been economically stagnant areas whose sole function was to supply labour for the industrialization of „white South Africa“.

13  A copy is to be found at the British Museum in London.

14  „May Day Manifesto“, A „Lenin Club Publication“, Cape Town 1934, p. 4.

15  The British Museum holds several numbers of this paper. It antedates Trotsky’s „Fourth International“ (1938) by four years.
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    The ‘minority’, later led by the Socialist Bullac, I.B. Tabata, B. Kies, A. Fataar, and D. Taylor, organized an underground group called „Spartacus Club“. During the next two decades the disputes between FIOSA and ‘Spartacus Club’ concerning questions of theory and organization became more and more exacerbated. Their theoretical scientific realizations were not transmuted into practical political reason, i.e., they failed to concentrate on their main task, the total liquidation of white colonial paramountcy in South Africa. They only co-operated in defending themselves against Stalinists, Liberals and other elements within the national liberation movement that tended to collaborate with the ruling class. (16)

    This dispute is reminiscent of the controversy between Social Democracy and the Narodniki concerning the political attitude and the objective situation of the peasants in tsarist Russia.

    The Spartacists re-opened the controversy on class psychology and the political attitudes of the black rural masses and the migratory workers. They held that the migratory workers, farm labourers and landless peasants were deeply rooted in the soil, and that, consequently, their weltanschauung was agrarian rather than industrial; they would, therefore, only be inclined to embrace the cause of a bourgeois-democratic revolution.

    The FIOSA on the other hand argued that because of their contacts with the industrial system, e.g. when working in factories or mines, these groups were apt slowly to evolve a proletarian standpoint. A further factor was the establishment of a capitalist agriculture on the vast Boer estates. It was rationalized not only by means of mechanization but also by the setting up of co-operative farms. Hence, the FIOSA held forth, there was no objective necessity to break up the land into small plots and return it to the landless African peasants in the form of private property as postulated by the Spartacists.

--------------------

16  Strictly speaking their divergences of opinion were not really momentous enough to exclude a tactical alliance for solving their main task.
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    In 1936 the Spartacists became actively involved in the „All African Convention“ (A.A.C.) (17) in order to combat the notorious ‘Hertzog Laws’.

The FIOSA started out as a propaganda circle. It consisted of a handful of Jewish and Coloured intellectuals; a single black African had joined it for a brief spell during the early ‘Forties. It never obtained any mass support, nor did it reach the stage of political agitation in depth. The African masses considered Trotskyism (and equally Socialism/Communism) as an imported commodity, and it therefore had great difficulty in taking root in South Africa. The early South African Marxists did not quite succeed in freeing Scientific Socialism from all its international bourgeois-ideological fetters, and hence to plant it firmly into South African soil as a revolutionary theory and practice nurtured by South African socio-economic realities.

    In view of this general situation the FIOSA concentrated on the Europeanized Coloured intellectuals, hoping to reach the African masses through them. The only ‘educated’ segment of the Africans at that time was the teaching profession; among them were prominent Trotskyites of both persuasions. In 1943 the activities of the Trotskyites contributed to isolating the conservative leadership of several organizations of Coloured teachers from their rank and file and winning over many of those teachers to the ‘Teachers League of South Africa’ (T.L.S.A.). (18) This teachers’ union strove for democracy in politics and education.

    In the same year the ‘Non-European Unity Movement’ (NEUM) was founded. The two Trotskyite factions engaged in a violent feud over the organizational structure of the new movement. The Spartacists insisted on a federation of organizations comprising blacks, Coloureds, and Indians. The FIOSA, on the other hand, advocated a union. Finally Tabata’s federalist point of view carried the day. The Indians, however, refused to join the league. The FIOSA openly derided this „racial“ federation and accused Spartacists in leadership positions of „abetting racial prejudice“. The trade unions, being under the control of the SACP and the liberals, did not join the NEUM. Instead, it managed to enlist the corporate membership of the teachers’ unions, cultural organizations, sports clubs, and peasant committees. Owing to the political activity of A.C. Jordan and I.B. Tabata, the NEUM in the early ‘Fifties obtained mass support among the „peasants“ in the Transkei.

--------------------

17  Although the Club was dissolved around 1950, Spartacists still occupy leading functions in this organization and its affiliated movements.

18  The T.L.S.A. later joined the NEUM (See below).
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    Having established themselves as the new leadership of the NEUM, the Spartacists elaborated a catalogue of claims, the so-called 10 Point Programme, and propagated a policy of ‘non collaboration’.

    The FIOSA denounced this programme as „petty-bourgeois democratic“. Point 7 of the programme fanned the old dispute into new flame, with FIOSA cleaving to its previous argument that the nationalization of land with a view to its redistribution on the basis of private capitalist relationships, such as „the right to buy and sell land“, remained a bourgeois-democratic measure (19) and that it would be unrealistic to divide the large mechanized frame into small private holdings for the benefit of the peasantry.

    The Spartacists described their own programme as a programme of minimum claims, transitorial in character, which would unite all oppressed strata of society against the common enemy. The claims of „both left and right“ within the liberation movement could thus be synchronized.

    The Spartacists therefore increasingly assumed the role of a „left centre“ within the NEUM, whereas the FIOSA could be said to be cast in the role of a „left wing opposition“ that lent to national leadership critical support.

    The latter faction endeavoured to build up a Marxist leadership within the NEUM. At its apogee, the NEUM’s African leadership with Trotskyite support, developed and practised the principle of non collaboration vis-à-vis all organizations of the oppressor - one of its main achievements in the field of revolutionary theory in South Africa.

    At this stage the policy of non collaboration consisted chiefly of an effective use of boycott tactics which were in principle directed against any institution allowing the representation of blacks by whites, or practising racial segregation. It grew into a policy of independent struggle cleansed of any compromise with the overlord; at the same time it came to strengthen the mutual solidarity of the oppressed.

--------------------

19  Today the former Spartacists in the „Unity Movement“ (Tabata, Ntshona, Taylor, Gool, et al.) hold the same viewpoint as the FIOSA in the ‘Forties. Of course, the leaders of the „Unity Movement“ for obvious reasons, have ever since done everything in their power to conceal their Spartacist or Trotskyite past in their writings.
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    During the ‘Forties the political activities of the Trotskyite groupings in South Africa concentrated on the African teachers organizations. As a link between Trotskyite cadres and the masses, the Coloured and black intellectuals were to carry out a general enlightenment campaign and thus to give the liberation movement a revolutionary fillip. In point of fact most of the active Trotskyites were themselves teachers and members of the TLSA. They laid great store by moulding the individual and taking advantage of the sociological precondition of this process, viz. the authority relationship between teacher, pupil, and parents. In this way they hoped to achieve mass basis. The FIOSA even proposed that the TLSA should join up with the trade union movement and thus make common cause with the workers. In addition it advocated a polytechnic education with the aim to lessen the isolation existing between the intellectuals and the proletarianized masses.

    The spartacist members of the TLSA were not prepared to combine their intellectual work with practical manual labour. At any rate even the bureaucratic trade unions controlled by the Stalinists made a point of not co-operating with the Trotskyite TLSA.

    Despite its harsh criticism of NEUM the FIOSA had worked exclusively in this organization since its inception in 1943. It had never succeeded in forcing links with the trade union movement, nor did it recruit any progressive workers on its own account.

    After World War II the conflict between the two Trotskyite groups was exacerbated. Averbuch refused to go on working exclusively with a „petty-bourgeois national movement“ since this might entail the demise of the FIOSA as a revolutionary Marxist cadre organization. The Spartacists, on the other hand, developed such a complete identity of purpose with the leadership of the various organizations making up the NEUM that they abandoned their independent organizational structure around 1950.

    At the „II nd World Congress of the Fourth International“ in 1948 the FIOSA was given the brief to settle its differences with the Spartacists. Both groups were to co-operate in the national liberation movement. At two meetings their differences were thoroughly thrashed out, and finally they agreed to join forces. The FIOSA was hoping, however, to gain access to the party organization of the NEUM and called for a coequal distribution of editorial posts in the running of the NEUM newspaper, 'The Torch'.

    The Spartacists raised another protest. It very soon became apparent that the ideological split between the two Trotskyite groups was too big.
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    Meanwhile the Boer Nationalist Party had won the 1948 elections. One of the first measures taken by the new regime was the introduction of „train apartheid“ in the Western Cape Province. Henceforth whites and Africans (non-whites) had to travel in different carriages. This caused such indignation, especially among the coloured, that for the first and the last time the NEUM and the SACP decided to form a united front. A „Train Apartheid Resistance Committee“ was set up. The Stalinists urged immediate action, involving the immediate illegal occupation of all trains by thousands of Africans. On 1st November, 1948, they pointed out that „no democratic movement had ever waited until victory was certain or the people 100 per cent organized before taking action on a specific issue.“ (20)

    The Trotskyites on the other hand insisted on extensive preparations in order to enlist more volunteers and combine the protest against train apartheid with operations directed against other institutions in which racial discrimination was practised.

    Before long the Stalinists quit the united front, accusing the NEUM of cowardice and treason. Thereupon the Resistance Committee joined up with the NEUM. This is one of the few examples of NEUM spearheading a mass resistance movement directed spontaneously against the practice of apartheid.

    The FIOSA continued in isolation and set up a discussion club in the ‘Fifties. Up to 1954 this club made important contributions to political theory, the materialist conception of South African history, and the analysis of such problems as the national liberation movement was faced with. Many of these contributions were published in the Cape Town monthly, 'Workers’ Voice'.

    The FIOSA was instrumental in shaping a new generation of Marxists that carried the socialist viewpoint into many organizations. However, as a consequence of repressive measures, and especially by its one-sided concentration on individual enlightenment to the detriment of mass agitation and organization, the FIOSA disintegrated around 1954. Its underground movement crumbled. Many of its members joined organizations of the NEUM, and their political position soon grew to be indistinguishable from the „petty-bourgeois“ radical leadership. Others withdrew into a shell of resignation. A few linked up with the ‘African National Congress’ (ANC) the Pan-Africanist Congress (PAC) and their allied organizations. Not until the early ‘Sixties did another independent organization of Marxist revolutionaries emerge, viz. the ‘Yu Chi Chan Club’ (1961), renamed ‘National Liberation Front of South Africa’ (NLF) in 1962.

--------------------

20  Freedom, Johannesburg, vol.1, No.5, November 1948, p.2.
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 As shown in the previous chapter, the NLF is the first guerrilla organization to be founded in South Africa. (21) During a first phase of theoretical self-reflection its leading members (Dr. Alexander and Dr. Abrahams, among others) came to grips with the revolutionary theories of Marx, Lenin, Trotsky, Mao, and Ché.

C. The Criticism of Trotskyism in South Africa.

 A critical evaluation of the FIOSA, the main exponent of Trotskyism in South Africa (1930-1954), comprises the following points:

 a) The FIOSA spent more time attacking Spartacists and Stalinists

     than mobilizing the masses for a socialist revolution.

 b) Its political collaboration with part of the national liberation

     movement - NEUM - became a substitute for building a revolutionary

     party on its own that would have represented the interests of the

     exploited African masses.

 c) It dispensed with maintaining close ties with the South African

     working class, especially the millions of migrant workers which

     obviously would have had to form the basis of any revolutionary

     party, dealing exclusively with intellectuals and petty-bourgeois

     elements instead.

 d) It capitulated to the very same petty-bourgeois intellectual

     environment in which it had operated so long.

 e) It did not maintain its position as an independent political

     force capable of leading the oppressed towards the socialist

     revolution. As Marxists the members of the FIOSA played the

     role of a ‘left wing opposition’, lending „critical support“

     to NEUM and coming to the aid of weak or vacillating national

     organizations.

 f) As long as the FIOSA operated within the framework of a

    united front of classes, viz. the NEUM, it invariably tended

    to sacrifice the interests of the workers to the maintenance

    of the alliance. Like the Spartacists it had accepted the

    nation of „class blocks“, and in the ‘Fifties it left the

    field to the Stalinists, enabling them once more to look

    after the genuine tasks of the working class. A gaping abyss

    between revolutionary theory and practice in South Africa was

    the result - one of the most burning issues at present.

 g) The Trotskyites, whether in the FIOSA or the Spartacus

     Club, did not operate in close, daily contact with the

     poverty-stricken African masses, nor did they share their

     experiences, hopes, and sufferings. Like the Stalinists

     they did not undertake any dangerous assignments under what

     might have turned out to be actual combat conditions. Changed

     social conditions in the late ‘Fifties and the ‘Sixties drew

     many of them towards the epicentre of revolutionary change

     as individuals.

 h) As propagandists the Trotskyites lived in a fool’s paradise of theory

     - a sacrilege for Marxism. Very few of them became known in public,

     let alone the international scene. Their withdrawal from a far-

     flung mass struggle during the ‘Fifties hardly caused a stir.

--------------------

21  Cf. pp. 60 -64 of this book
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The South African Stalinists in their mouth-piece, 'Freedom', criticized the FIOSA and the ‘Spartacus Club’ in the following manner:

    "There was a purely verbal battle. To have gone into

    action against the capitalist state would have exposed

    them to repressive measures. ...

    Trotskyism was essentially an intellectual exercise, a

    patent escape for intellectuals of a certain type from

    the frustrations they experienced under capitalism." (22)

D. The Policy of the Communist Party of South Africa.

    In 1907 white members of the middle class organized the ‘South African Labour Party’ (SALP). It was mainly concerned with problems of trade unionism. By and large the SALP remained a party of white workers. It pursued a pronounced conservative and even reactionary policy with regard to the relationships between the races in South Africa. Its prime objective at the beginning of the present century was the preservation of the privileged position of white workers in gold mining and its dependent industries.

    In September 1914 some spokesmen of the white working class led by S.P. Bunting voiced their opposition to South Africa’s participation in the First World War. After being expelled from the SALP they founded the ‘International Socialist League’ (ISL). (23)

    The ‘South African Communist Party’ (SACP), founded on 21 July, 1921, merged with the ISL the same year. The communism of the first Marxist-Leninist party on the African continent was, however, of a typically British variety, owing more to a nonconformist doctrine of salvation than to Marxist revolutionary theory. The SACP leadership was in the hands of Jewish immigrants of Eastern European origin who had been active in the British trade union movement. In an attempt to strengthen the unity of the workers (24) the SACP in 1924 supported the alliance between the SALP and the petty-bourgeois anti capitalist Hertzog Nationalists. (25) Once in office, the ‘Labour - Nationalist’ coalition did not fail to concentrate on its ‘civilized labour policy’, denoting the defence of white labour interests against any competition from black workers.

----------------------

22  Freedom, vol.1, No.6, February 15, 1950.

23  Its prominent leaders were Bill Andrews, David Jones, and Edward Roux, its newspaper was titled 'International'.

24  Meaning merely ‘the unity of white workers’, as evidenced by the battle cry of Boer and English workers during the ‘Rand Revolt’, in 1922 „Workers of the world unite and fight for a white South Africa.“ Cf. also Norman Herd, 1922 - The Revolt on the Rand, (Johannesburg: Blue Crane Books, 1966).

25  Cf. E. Roux, Time Longer Than Rope..., p. 199 sq.
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    After Lenin’s death a dispute arose within the SACP about the question whether it ought to organize white or black workers, or possibly both, in South Africa. Bill Andrews believed in ‘white labour’ and as a consequence soon found himself isolated within the party. Sidney Bunting on the other hand demanded that black workers be paid „equal attention“. However, the white proletariat was to lead the black workers.

    Although the SACP claimed to be the vanguard of the South African workers, its members in 1926 were excluded from the ‘Industrial and Commercial Workers Union’ (I.C.U.) - the largest mass organization and trade union movement of Africans that ever existed in the history of South Africa. (26) C. Kadalie, its president, preferred to co-operate with the British liberals, thus leading African trade unionism in South Africa to its Waterloo. (27)

    Through its newspaper, 'The South African Worker', (Umsebenzi), and by establishing evening classes, the SACP gained many members among the blacks. On August, 1926, Umsebenzi reprinted the minimum political programme of the SACP:

a) A demand for the rejection of the Hertzog segregation bills;

b) The abolition of the pass laws and other racial legislation;

c) The extension of the Cape franchise of blacks to other provinces;

d) The rights of Africans to elect their own representatives to the native councils.

    These bourgeois-democratic demands were to form the basis for the politicization and organization of the Africans. In 1927 three blacks - Makabeni, Khaile, and Thibedi - were elected deputies in the Central executive of the SACP. By the end of 1927 the black membership of the SACP had risen to over 200. (28) Their task was to form „cadres of class conscious native workers in African areas“. In 1928 black members of the SACP numbered 1.600, the total membership being 1.750. (29)

--------------------

26  It had over 250.000 members (1928) at that period.

27  In 1936 the I.C.U. had ceased existing.

28  Cf. Umsebenzi, 1 April, 1927.

29  Cf. Simons, H.J. and R.E., Class and Colour in South Africa, (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1969), p. 406, and Jane Degras, ed., The Communist International. 1919 - 1943. Documents. vol.II, 1923-1928. (London: Frank Cass, 1971), p. 553.
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    Edward Roux has analysed the social structure of the black membership around 1928. The vast majority, especially in the Transvaal, consisted of workers from the small, as yet semi-rural locations. Among them, he says, the most active and dedicated Communists were those,

    "who had not been spoilt by serving an apprenticeship

    in the Congress or with the ICU. The best of all

    were rank and file Bantu members, often semiliterate,

    who received their education through the Party and had

    never been in any other organization." (30)

    The brunt of organizational and political activity in the CP branches outside the big cities was consequently borne almost exclusively by black party members. According to Roux, the comparatively reserved attitude of the black intelligentsia toward the SACP is accounted for by the following factors:

1. The pronounced nationalism among the black intellectuals

    who among other things were critical of the fact that

    the highest leadership positions were held by whites.

2. The equation of political ability with social and

    economic advancement, an objective that could not be

    achieved in the CP.

3. The authority relationship characterizing the black

    intelligentsia’s attitude towards the police.

    Unlike the black masses this group shied away from

    any confrontation with the police.

    However, the opposition of the intelligentsia was a small matter compared with the animosity of the black chiefs against the SACP, which found expression in arguments like the following:

    "The CP has brought Russia to the stage were it is now.

    The Tsar was a great man in his country, of royal blood

    like us chiefs, and where is he now? ... It will be a

    sad day for me when I am ruled by the man who milks

    my cow or ploughs my field." (31)

    The influence of the SACP on the ANC operated by way of ANC members who, like James La Guma, ANC secretary in Cape Town, or J.T. Gumede started out as CP sympathizers, or who were avowed party members, such as M. Kotane, J.B. Marks and others that attained leading positions in the ANC after 1930. (32)

--------------------

30  E. Roux, Time Longer Than Rope..., p. 215.

31  ibid. p. 211.

32  Members and sympathizers of the South African Communist Party (SACP) like D.I. Jones, S.P. Bunting, Bill Andrews, Rebecca Bunting, J. La Guma, A. Nzula, Josie Mpama and J. Gumede were very active in the international communist movement, especially in the Comintern. James La Guma joined the SACP in 1925; Gumede never became a Party member. (Cf. Francis Meli, „A Confused Trotskyite Intellectual“, in: The African Communist, (London, No. 54, Third Quarter 1973, p. 112. The scientific quality of this book review is so low that it is beyond intellectual reason to comment on it at all.
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    Up about 1928 the SACP had a good starting chance to become a workers’ party in South Africa capable of offering the toiling masses a way out of their misery through a social revolution.

    In 1927 La Guma and Gumede, after taking part in the congress of the ‘League Against Imperialism’ convened in Brussels in 1927, (33) visited Soviet Russia. They held lengthy discussions with members of the Comintern, especially Bukharin. As a result the Comintern drew up a resolution on South Africa.

    H.J. and R.F. Simons in their book, 'Class and Colour in South Africa', sum up the main ideas of this resolution:

    "It was agreed that the struggle in this country was primarily

    an anti-imperialist one. ... It was clear therefore that the

    main task of the revolution in South Africa was to overthrow

    the rule of the British and Boer imperialists, to set up a

    democratic independent Native republic (which would give the

    white workers and other non-exploiting whites certain

    minority rights) as a stage towards the final overthrow of

    capitalism in South Africa." (34)

 After his return from Moscow in January 1928, Gumede at an ANC rally publicly declared his support for the SACP by stating:

    „The only friends of oppressed people are the Communists“ (35)

and in a further report on his experiences in the Soviet Union he said:

    „I have seen the new world to come, where it has already

    begun. I have been to the new Jerusalem.“ (36)

    This image of the „new Jerusalem“ was in keeping with Gumede’s assumption that the African is, as it were, Communist by nature. From this unhistorical perspective the organization of the masses was for him the main problem:

    "Others have been persuaded to be Communists. The

    Bantu has been a Communist from time immemorial.

    We are disorganized that’s all." (37)

    However, the first „directive“ of the Comintern touched off a furious political debate in the SACP. La Guma and Gumede supported the position of the Comintern, while S.P. Bunting and E. Roux attacked the idea of an „independent Native republic“. (38)

--------------------

33  Imanuel Geiss, The Panafrican Movement. trans. Ann Koop (London: Methuen, 1974), p. 326.

34  Simons, H.J. and R.E., op.cit., p. 390.

35  ibid. p. 392.

36  ibid. p. 402.

37  ibid. p. 402.

38  Also known as „Black Republic“.

-87-

    The idea of a „Negro“ or „Black Republic“ was the brain-child of a former Finnish university professor of Marxist sociology, Dr. Otto Kuusinen, who had once been a secretary of the Comintern. He claimed that the „Negro problem“ in the United States was that of a „national minority“. Together with the doctrine of self-determination enabling the setting up of a „Negro Nation“ or „Black Nation“, and with Stalin’s blessing, the Comintern conveyed this formula to the United Sates and South Africa alike.

Bunting’s Theses.

    Bunting summed up his argument in a 14 page document. (39) He held that the idea of establishing a „democratic independent Native republic“ in South Africa originated in Lenin’s theses of 1920 of the colonial question. (40) These theses, however, had neither been published in South Africa, nor had they been discussed by the SACP. Bunting produced several arguments against the concept of a „Black Republic“:

1. A national liberation movement aiming at African

    majority rule would inadvertently exacerbate the

    racism of the white population and strengthen the

    nationalist groups among the Boers and British, who

    would then form a common front.

2. There did not exist any strong progressive African

    bourgeoisie that could lead the national struggle;

    the chiefs and intellectuals who represented the

    dominant element in the ANC were conservatives lacking a

    sense of direction. Apart from the fact that it had

    reached the stage of disintegration, the ANC did not

    demand the right of self-determination but merely an

    equal franchise for everybody, counting on English

    support to reach this objective.

3. Another reason preventing the ‘Black Republic’ from

    becoming a transitional stage on the road to a

    socialist society was the fact that objectively the

    white proletariat constituted a part of the anti-

    capitalist front and that the African proletariat

    could not dispense with its political and technical support.

    "No one could predict how an unarmed African proletariat

     unaided could defeat the capitalist class; but at

     least to win the support of their white fellow workers

     seems imperative." (41)

    Special tactics would have to be devised to „neutralize

    and correct“ (42) the racial chauvinism of white workers.

--------------------

39  Cf. also Simons. op.cit., p. 395.

40  V.I. Lenin, „Preliminary Draft Theses...“, pp. 144-164. See also pp. 240-244.

41  Simons, op.cit., p. 397.

42  ibid., p. 468.
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4. In view of the ineptitude of the ANC a growing number

    of African workers and even some black peasants

    considered the SACP their true stronghold; for this reason

    „the SACP is itself the actual or potential leader of

    the national movement among the Africans“ and the national

    struggle inseparably linked with the class struggle.

    Bunting therefore insisted that the party should abandon the idea of a transitional stage involving the creation of a „Black Republic“ and that its propaganda preparing the ground for a workers’ and peasants’ state should be started forthwith:

    "The goal must be: All power to the soviets of workers and

    peasants - black and white." (43)

    While Bunting made a correct assessment of the role of the ANC leadership, his attitude with regard to the white workers was definitely idealistic. From the fact that by virtue of their objective position in the production process they had to be counted among the proletariat he concluded that the „correction“ of their consciousness could be achieved by mere argument. (44) He failed to take into account their origin from imperialist England (whose embourgeoised working class had already been described by Marx (45) and identified by Lenin (46) as a serious danger for the international class struggle) or from the Boer petty bourgeoisie and their special position in the production process.

La Guma’s Argumentation.

 La Guma was more pessimistic in his assessment of the possibility of developing a proletarian class consciousness in the white workers by a mere educational fiat, although it is true that the two antagonists differed only with regard to the duration of the presumable learning process. He argued that the deprived African masses were unable to wait passively for the result of this learning process but demanded urgently the abolition of discriminatory laws, a crushing tax load, virtual conditions of forced labour, and landlessness.

--------------------

43  ibid., p. 397.

44  Cf. Umsebenzi, 27/4/1928.

45  Marx-Engels, Werke, (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1956 sq.), vol. 17, p. 649.

46  V.I. Lenin, Collected Works..., vol. 3, p. 245.
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    In contrast to Bunting, La Guma was convinced that an active policy of this nature would even go a long way in strengthening the proletarian consciousness of the white workers. He therefore pleaded that the SACP on the one hand should strongly support the national liberation struggle represented by the ANC while on the other it should keep intact its identity as a proletarian party.

    The main shortcoming in La Guma’s position is, however, manifested in his following argument derived from Lenin:

    "To be revolutionary, a national movement in conditions

    of an Imperialist yoke need not necessarily be composed

    of proletarian elements, or have a revolutionary or repu-

    blican programme or a democratic base." (47)

    Lenin, however, started from the assumption that national movements in the colonies or semi-colonies would of necessity be bourgeois-democratic in character, given the composition of their social basis, which comprises elements of the national bourgeoisie, the petty bourgeoisie, the peasant masses etc. According to Lenin, the democratic nature of a national movement can be measured by the extent to which a reformist bourgeoisie refrains from disturbing the efforts of CP representatives to educate and organize the exploited masses in „a revolutionary spirit“.

    Lenin pleaded that the reformist bourgeoisie should only be supported if this condition was fulfilled. He conceived of the national, bourgeois-democratic movement as being in essence directed against feudal or semi-feudal conditions. As for the question whether or not the capitalist stage of development could be omitted, Lenin answered in the affirmative, adding however that any practical decision of this nature depended on certain national and international factors.

    This is precisely what La Guma failed to take into account. Thus he brushed aside the fact that the national anti-imperialist movement in South Africa was not pitched against any feudal or semi-feudal structures but on the contrary against a capitalist set-up which dominated and structured the whole of society.

    The racism under which the Africans have to suffer is therefore no atavistic relic that has to be eradicated by reformist methods but part and parcel of the establishment and consolidation of capitalist conditions in South Africa.

--------------------

47  Simons, op.cit., p. 398.
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    La Guma’s call for the abolition of migratory labour, the dissolution of the reserves, the destruction of the industrial colour bar and the introduction of the general franchise would, therefore, have provoked the most determined resistance on the part of local (i.e. in those days English) and foreign capital. These measures could only have been realized by totally wresting control of the means of production and political power from the national and imperialist bourgeoisie in South Africa.

    Even Bunting had failed to see the crux of this problem. Instead he drew an imaginary, purely schematic line between „race war“ and „class war“, considering the option for one or the other a preponderantly moral issue.

 A further point which is of decisive importance for the discussion of the concept of the ‘Black Republic’ is the fact that Bunting and the Comintern do not basically differ with regard to method. From the existence of certain classes (peasants, proletarians) and the prominence given them, both deduced mechanically determined strategies. But ‘classes’ for them remained abstract categories insofar as they were not viewed as products of unique historical conditions.

    Because the Comintern did not conceive of the South African „peasantry“ as part of a concrete whole but adhered to its own schematic model according to which in societies engaged in dependence relationships with imperialism it is the peasants who have to ensure the anti-feudalist, bourgeois-democratic revolution, it developed the concept of the „Black Republic“. (48)

    Therefore the Comintern (or Stalinism) could not claim to subscribe to the Marxist method:

    "The concrete is concrete because it is the sum total of

    many determinations, hence the unity of multiformity.

    It therefore appears in thought as the process of

    synthesis, as a result, not a point of departure,

    although it is the real point of departure and consequently

    also the point of departure of perception and idea." (49)

--------------------

48  Cf. Die kommunistische Internationale vor dem VII. Weltkongress - Materialien. (Moscow/Leningrad: Verlagsgenossenschaft ausländischer Arbeiter in der U.d.S.S.R., 1935), chapter „Südafrika“, p. 625-632.

49  K. Marx, Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Ökonomie, (Berlin: Dietz, 1953), p. 21 (trans. W.F.).
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    The ‘Lenin Club’, founded after the ‘Trotskyites’ had been expelled from the SACP, commented on the various ‘directives’ addressed to the SACP by the Comintern as follows:

    "The blunders of the Comintern on the International Field

    are reflected in the history of the Communist Party of

    South Africa. Out of touch with realities, ignoring the

    special characteristics of South Africa, they carried

    over into South Africa, in routine fashion, policies

    which had been uniformly worked out for all countries." (50)

    One of the Comintern directives dealt with the foundation of so-called Red Trade Unions. With reference to this particular decision the ‘Lenin Club’ pointed out:

    "Consider, for instance, their disastrous policy of urging

    workers to come out from the existing Trades Unions in

    order to build up new, separate, Red Trades Unions.

    What was the result? The workers of the Left Wing were

    cut off from the body of workers; the class-conscious,

    militant workers were isolated." (ibid.)

    A. Mon, a leader of the Trotskyite movement in South Africa, attacked the catch-word of the „Black Republic“ as follows:

    "It does not express the desire of the non European masses,

    awakening today to political consciousness. The real desire

    of the non Europeans ... is for Full Democratic Rights for

    All. ... There is no politically expressed desire on the part

    of the non European to oppress the European. ... We do not

    envisage a perspective where one race will rule another

    race in South Africa." (51)

    As early as 1934 the ‘Lenin Club’ in its „May Day Manifesto“ had insisted:

    "Not less harmful was the reactionary slogan calling for a

    Native Republic, a slogan which is in complete contra-

    diction to Marxism-Leninism. For it places at the head of

    the Revolution the backward Native peasantry, which is

    by for the dominating element in the Native population,

    instead of giving the sole leadership in the transition

    period to the Working Class, black and white alike. The

    Communists’ cry for a Native Republic would doom the

    Revolution beforehand to failure, for never in past history

    have the peasants alone been able to carry a revolution

    to a successful issue."

    In his famous Letter to South Africa of 20 April, 1933, Lev Trotsky noted:

    "We must accept with all decisiveness and without any

    reservations the complete and unconditional right of the

    Blacks to independence. ... It is possible that the Blacks

    will after Victory find it unnecessary to form a separate

    Black State; certainly we will not force them to establish

    a separate state; but let them make this admission freely,

    on the basis of their own experience, and not forced by

    the sjambok (52) of the White oppressors."

--------------------

50  Cf. the „May Day Manifesto“ of the ‘Lenin Club’, Cape Town, of 1st May, 1934. A copy is to be found in the British Museum.

51  Cf. Workers Voice, (Cape Town) November 1944, vol.1, No.2, p. 7.

52  Whip.
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    In 1931 the second „purge“ took place in the SACP. Sidney Bunting was officially expelled from the Party and declared a „right-wing-deviationist“ and an „imperialist bloodsucker“. (52) Bill Andrews, Solly Sachs and other prominent Communists were expelled along with him. At Moscow’s instance Edward Roux and Moses Kotane were excluded from the politbureau of the SACP in 1934.

    Later on the SACP quietly dropped the slogan of the ‘Black Republic’ and began to infiltrate the African trade unions and liberation movements. Starting from 1936 the decrepit „African National Congress“ (ANC) was given a new lease of life under Stalinist influence.

    In 1928 many African trade unions had joined the „Non-European Trade Union Federation“ (NETUF). (53) Owing to its campaign for ‘Red trade unions’ the SACP by 1933 had succeeded in splitting the entire movement, including Kadalies’s ICU. (54)

    But for the fact that the CPSU rigorously suppressed the productive application of historical materialism to the concrete conditions pertaining in South Africa, the SACP might have grown into a formidable political force. However, as George Padmore correctly remarked, „South African Communist leaders were so completely tied by the Russian umbilical cord, they were formed to follow all the zigzag manoeuvres of Soviet foreign policy.“ (55)

    In conclusion we would like to show how to each change of front in the foreign policy of the Stalinist bureaucracy between 1928 and 1945 corresponded a similar movement in the SACP. The same can be said of the satellite organizations of the SACP, viz. the ‘Friends of the Soviet Union’, the ‘People’s Club’ and the ‘Left Club’.

    The first major revulsion occurred between 1928 and 1933, when Soviet Russia engaged in a flirtation with Germany to counterbalance British-American finance capital. In order to jeopardize the British Empire the Stalinists encouraged the colonial freedom movement. The counter-revolutionary hard core of Stalinism made sure, however, that this development did not become really dangerous.

--------------------

52  Die kommunistische Internationale vor dem VII. Weltkongress ... p. 625 sq.

53  Cf. Joan Davies, African Trade Unions (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1966), p. 60 sq.

54  The government, of course, threw in its full support behind this counterrevolutionary movement. Cf. E. Roux, Time..., p. 175-198.

55  G. Padmore, Pan-Africanism..., p. 346.
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    When after coming to power Hitler refused to enter into an alliance with the Soviet Union, the Stalinist regime sought a rapprochement with the „Western democracies“. In this way the Comintern betrayed many a social revolution and many a strike action between 1933 and 1936. It logically played up to Western imperialism at the expense of its German counterpart. For Stalinism, opportunism and class collaboration were on the order of the day, even in South Africa. Blocs were founded by Communists, Liberals, and clerical elements; the struggles against segregation were called off. Mass demonstrations or trade union operations were either boycotted or discouraged. This period came to an abrupt end with the Nazi-Soviet pact in August 1939.

    Hence the next about-face in the SACP had become inevitable in 1939. Jaffe described the ‘new policy’ of the South African Stalinists’ as follows:

    „(They) ... switched strongly anti-British once more; they

    encouraged strikes, ... they became friendly with the Nationa-

    lists and toned down their attack on the Greyshirts and other

    fascist bodies in South Africa; they shouted anti-war slogans

    from the rooftops and called for a peace with Hitler whenever

    Molotov and Von Rippentrop (sic!) sent their peace doves out

    towards the Western democracies.“ (56)

    The SACP openly sympathized with the Boer Nationalists, who were favourable to Hitler and represented the interests of the rich farmers and of important circles in the processing industry. It even organized joint sessions with Boer organizations. (57)

    Jaffe reports:

    „At one of these, they invited Mr. van Zyl, a prominent

    Cape Nationalist, to address the Left Club at the Railway

    Institute. Mr. H. Shnitcher, leading C.P-er, lauded van

    Zyl, declaring that: 'I think if we scratch under Mr. van

    Zyl’s Nationalist skin, we will find a genuine socialist.' “ (58)

    Even at that early period most of the leading representatives of the Boers who later were to hold top positions, like Verwoerd and Vorster, advocated a fanatical brand of segregation policy in order to facilitate the exploitation of African labour and called for a ‘White Republic’. (59)

--------------------

56  See: Workers Voice, November 1944, vol.1, No.2, p. 3 sq.

57  Organizations such as New Order, Greyshirts, Broederbond, or Ossewa Brandwag, the forerunners of modern apartheid.

58  Workers Voice, November 1944, op.cit., p. 4.

59  A. Hepple, Verwoerd, (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1967), p. 165-186.
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    In June, however, much to the surprise of the SACP, Hitler began his invasion of Soviet Russia. Now the SACP, turning ‘pro-war’ overnight, launched a furious and demagogic attack on the Boer Nationalists who had obviously remained ‘anti-war’. Boer nationalism was declared the arch-enemy of freedom for the Africans (blacks), and the Boers were labelled ‘Fascists’. British liberalism, on the other hand, was once again white-washed. A bloc of Liberals, ‘white Socialists’, clerical elements and Stalinists was established under the name of „Rights and Justice Movement“; its avowed intention was to sabotage the „Non-European Unity Movement“ (NEUM) founded in 1943 with Trotskyite aid. Besides the SACP leaned towards the party of the white workers (SALP) and the white middle-class. Although the living conditions of workers, especially the blacks, deteriorated, it discouraged strikes and anti-Bitish demonstrations.

    This policy was continued after the war. The SAPC’s brand of Marxism’ turned more and more into a superannuated liberalism. Marxism was rendered ‘peaceful’ with the aid of Gandhi and Thoreau. Through its policy of compromise with the „Congress“ movement led by the bearer of the Nobel Prize for Peace, A.J. Luthuli, the SACP reduced Marxism to a liberal, pacifist doctrine.

    In 1950 the Boer government passed the Suppression of Communist Act and thus excluded the SACP from public political life. George Padmore commented on the omissions and errors of the SACP as follows:

    „For while the Communists carried on a disruptive policy

    in their dealings with Bantu nationalist organizations, in

    the repressive conditions which prevail in South Africa they

    could have provided a rallying force for progressive

    Europeans. The party´s disappearance has enabled the Malan-

    Nazis to poison the white workers with their Hitlerian

    philosophy of „racial superiority“ to the almost complete

    extinction of liberal democracy. Today, South Africa is

    almost a police state.“ (60)

 Hosea Jaffe, a leader of the FIOSA, criticized the Stalinists in the SACP thus:

    „... the Stalinists are agents and representatives and

    defenders of the Russian bureaucracy. ... Stalinism is

    essentially counter-revolutionary. ... In every sphere of

    the toilers' struggle in South Africa, whether it be among

    the workers or in the national organizations, or among the

    teachers and students - Stalinism is playing a dangerous

    and misleading game in South Africa at the moment.“ (61)

--------------------

60  George Padmore, Panafricanism..., p. 346 sq.

61  Workers Voice, op.cit., p.2 sq.
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E. The Criticism of Stalinism in South Africa.

a)  The SACP was the first political party in South Africa to

     try to organize black and white workers jointly

     against capitalist exploitation. Between 1921 and

     1927 it established a good starting position for

     becoming a Socialist party capable of leading the

     oppressed South African masses toward political and

     economic emancipation.

b)  The SACP joined the Comintern and after Lenin’s death

     increasingly became an instrument of Soviet foreign

     policy, which was basically geared to the principle of

     Soviet security, i.e. the realization of „Socialism in

     a single country“.

c)  The ‘Marxists’ in the SACP were not sufficiently

     conscious of the specific problems facing them as

     South African revolutionaries to realize the

     crucial importance of Trotsky’s rejection of the doctrine

     of „Socialism in a single country“ and of his theory of

     the „permanent revolution“ for South Africa as the centre

     of imperialist commitment in Africa and the most highly

     industrialized country on this continent. Instead they

     followed the Stalinist lead in expelling the partisans

     of Trotsky.

d)  The adoption of the concept of the ‘Black Republic’, i.e.

     a national-democratic revolution under the leadership of

     the ANC, (62) proves once more that the SACP did not subscribe

     to the study of social reality with the aid of the Marxian method

     but embraced the reception of Marxist theory in a

     dogmatic fashion.

e)  Unlike the Trotskyite groupings in South Africa, however,

     the SACP lent the oppressed Africans active support

     in their struggle against the government’s racial policy,

     declared its solidarity with their operations, and helped

     them to organize. Insofar the SACP played a role similar

     to that of the old CP in Cuba, without whose political

     activity among the urban and sugar factory proletariat

     over a period of forty years, the Cuban revolution would

     never have got off the ground. (63)

--------------------

62  Up to this day the ANC calls for a „national-democratic revolution“ in South Africa. In this connection the self-appointed leader of the ANC in the Federal Republic of Germany, Zola Sonkosi, has this to say: „Hence the national-democratic revolution (in South Africa) only creates the basis for a new and more vigorous internationalism. Till then (sic!) the suffering of the people will be the most powerful revolutionary force.“ Afrika Heute, (Bonn), Nov. 1974/February 1975, p. 83.

63  Since 1945 Soviet foreign policy with regard to the social revolution in ‘developing countries’ has undergone a marked change. A scientific analysis of this development would go beyond the limits imposed on this study.
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Chapter 4: The Land and National Questions in South Africa

    „ Land reform is a peasant revolution, a class

    struggle in the countryside; it is a large-scale,

    hard and complicated struggle, ...“ (1)

                                                    Ho Chi Minh (1953)

    „The Agrarian Reform is one of the most comprehensive

    tasks which the Revolution has set itself ... one of the

    most difficult tasks.“ (2)

                                                    Fidel Castro (1962)

A. Preliminary Note.

    It was mainly the Marxists organized in the national liberation movements who, between 1930 and 1955, made a thorough analysis of the land or peasant question and its relationship with the national question as well as the problem of the revolution in South Africa. The positions developed in those discussions of basic principles were later to affect in a decisive manner the policy of the various organizations that made up the emancipation movement.

    The liveliest discussions took place within the political grouping which later was to constitute itself as the „Unity Movement“. This fact is mainly due to the scientific theoretical work of Marxists - preponderantly of Trotskyite persuasion - who were excluded from the South African Communist Party (SACP) (3)  in 1929. Being no longer under any obligation to accept ready-made directives and dogmas wholesale from the Comintern and to apply them to the South African situation but free to face actual African realities, squarely they contributed valuable analyses for the use of the revolutionary movement.

    In 1933 they invited Lev Davidovich Trotsky to express his opinion on the major problems, i.e., on the agrarian, peasant, national, and organizational questions. In answer to their request they received  Trotsky’s analysis in a letter dated 20 April, 1933. It was primarily the leader of the Fourth International Organization of South Africa (FIOSA), Averbuch (alias A. Mon) who asserted this analysis critically. In the present chapter we shall mainly deal with the historical background of the land and national questions (4)  as well as with the political positions of the Marxist groupings - FIOSA and ‘Spartacus Club’ - and Trotsky’s letter itself.

--------------------

1   Ho Chi Minh, On Revolution, Selected Writings, 1920-1966, ed. Bernard B. Fall (New York: NAL/Signet, 1968), p. 242.

2  Fidel Castro, Cuba’s Agrarian Reform, Speech at the Closing of the National Congress of Cane Co-operatives, August 18, 1962 (Toronto: A Fair Play for Cuba Committee publication, 1962), p. 1.

3  From 1929 until its dissolution in 1950 the SACP has contributed little in scientific theoretical thought with regard to the agrarian or national question in South Africa.

4  This is because the reasons for the imperialists’ agrarian policy in South Africa and the consequences of that policy are of major importance for any analysis of Marxist positions and therefore merit extensive treatment.
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B. Historical Background.

1. The Land Question.

    „Ons bruinmense, seuns van sklawe,

      Vra ens eie land terug,

     Wat gesteel is van ons vaders,

     Toe hul in die donker sug.“  (5)

    Ever since the European settlers had imposed the concept and practice of an abstract exchange value, viz. money, upon the original inhabitants of South Africa, thus undermining the economic basis of their tribal societies, which reposed on communal tenure of land, cattle rearing, agriculture, barter, a primitive form of mining, and the working of metal, the land question took a central position in the liberation struggle of the South Africans. (6)

    In 1957 W. A. Hunton pointed out:

    "The land still remains the basis of life for

    the great majority of the people of Africa,

    including the most industrialized

    section of the continent, South Africa."  (7)

--------------------

5  A stanza from the freedom song „Gee Ons Land Terug“ (Return Our Land) which the non-white South Africans used to sing in Afrikaans at the beginning of this century. Translation: „We Coloureds, sons of Slaves/ Want our own land back,/ Which was stolen from our fathers,/ While they were groaning in darkness.“ Quoted from Umsebenzi, (Johannesburg), No. 642 of 28.11.’30. At that time they also sang „The International“ and „The Red Flag“ in Xhosa and Zulu. op.cit.

6  Cf. I.I. Potekhin et al., ed. Die Völker Afrikas, (Berlin: Deutscher Verlag der Wissenschaften, 1961), vol.II, p. 636-733, and Ernest Mandel, Entstehung und Entwicklung der ökonomischen Lehre von Karl Marx, (Vienna: Europa Verlag, 1968), p. 134. Cf. also Karl Marx Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Ökonomie, (Berlin: Dietz, 1953), p. 395 sq.

7  W.A. Hunton, Decision in Africa, (New York: International Publishers, 1957), p. 27.
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    George Padmore commented as follows:

    "Land is the pivot around which all the burdens, tribulations,

    hardships and sufferings of the Bantu peoples revolve.

    Without examining this problem none of the complicated

    economic, political and social questions facing

    South Africa can be properly understood."  (8)

    It is generally known that before 1800 South Africa's tribal society did not know any individual, private ownership of land. It was thus fated to get into conflict with the expansive and aggressive features of capitalist private ownership and its concomitant specific form of labour that had become a commodity sold by the individual to the owner of the means necessary for production.

    While in capitalism the ownership of the means of production represents the real power over men, thus producing domination on the basis of economic inequality, in tribal society communal ownership of land and cattle assured at least that in questions of physical reproduction the action of all members of the tribe was determined by the common interest. The antagonism between the interests of capitalist private ownership of the means of production on the one hand, and communal tenure on the other, is the root of the land question in South Africa.

    From the most recent findings of archaeology and social anthropology we know that the aboriginal inhabitants of South Africa held the land collectively. Up to about 1800 all properties, land, cattle or huts were considered the communal property of the African communities; neither the tribes nor their chiefs could acquire title deeds to land in the capitalist sense. From the Cape of Good Hope to the Limpopo River all joined forces to defend their cattle and pasture grounds against the enemy aggressors during the colonial wars. (9)

    Eric A. Walker described the rights of individual members of a given tribal society with regard to the land as follows:

--------------------

8  G. Padmore, How Britain Rules Africa..., p. 159.

9  Cf. Franz J.T. Lee, „South Africa: From Slave Colony to Imperialist Auxiliary Metropolis“ in Review of International Affairs, Belgrade, No. 577, 20.04.1974, and Franz J.T. Lee, „South Africa: Various Tribal Societies in the Transitional Period Prior to Colonial Capitalism“, Frankfurt a.M., 1976 (unpublished manuscript).
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    "Every member of a tribe, simply because he had been

    either born or adopted into the bloodfellowship of that tribe,

    was freely entitled to the use of air, water, grass, timber

    and the hunt upon the tribal lands." (10)

    Monica M. Cole elaborated further:

    "They looked on land as belonging to everyone in the past,

    present and future, but of value only when used for grazing

    or cultivation." (11)

    Alex Hepple explained the essence of African primitive communism thus:

    "Everything belonged to the community and

    not even the chiefs had the authority to dispose

    of the land on which the people dwell." (12)

    Before the advent of colonialism the blacks in Southern Africa produced in the main articles of utility for the use of their own tribe or that of their immediate community, i.e. they lived on the products of their own labour. In the consciousness of the pre colonial South African as well as in practice, his work and the proceeds of his work - production and product - constituted an organic whole which was later to be destroyed by capitalist commodity production. (13) The modern African as agricultural, mine and industrial labourer no longer lives immediately by the fruits of his labour; on the contrary, he lives by the sale of a commodity - his productive capacity - the price of which has been fixed at an extraordinarily low level.

    Economic production in the traditional tribal societies of Southern Africa was governed by specific rules: the unsaleability of land, the unlimited utilization of available soil, and the free disposition of its produce. Between 1800 and 1900 this system was already in a state of dissolution from within. Certain powers of decision rested in the paramount chiefs, such as Chaka, and the conditions attendant thereon foreshadowed a separation between individual and society. According to Pothekin a discernible class differentiation had already set in. By the turn of the century tribal feuds together with the colonial conquest had destroyed the old principle of the communal utilization of land.

--------------------

10  Eric A. Walker, A History of South Africa, (London: Longmans, Green, 1957), p. 114.

11  Monica M. Cole, South Africa, (London: Methuen, 1966), p. 97.

12  Alex Hepple, South Africa..., p. 51.

13  Cf. also Ernest Mandel, Marxistische Wirtschaftstheorie, (Frankfurt a.M.: EVA, 1968), p. 60-62.
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    The ensuing uneven distribution of land can be directly attributed to this historical process of the liquidation of collective property among the Africans. English imperialists like Cecil John Rhodes combined the ushering in of private property with their policy of divide et impera, that is to say they nurtured existent authority relationships and conflicts in order to consolidate colonial exploitation and oppression. After the imperialist wars of pillage towards the end of the nineteenth century, which inflicted upon the South Africans scarcity of land, lack of cattle, and poverty, they found themselves compelled to modify their conception of communal land tenure, i.e., to adapt it to reality.

    Threatened with physical extinction, although by no means for having suddenly adopted the notion of private property, they demanded that their „own land be returned to them“ or that it should be at least fairly distributed. (14)

    In the heyday of Victorian liberalism the arch imperialist Rhodes did concede to the blacks in the Cape certain democratic citizen rights, such as purchasing and selling land. At the same time he abolished communal tenure in the Cape Colony by introducing the ‘Glen Grey Act’ (1894), also called the ‘Magna Charta of the Blacks’. (15)

    Alex Hepple described the colonialist objectives of this law thus:

    "These laudable aims obscured a sinister and far-reaching

    provision - the imposition of a tax of ten shillings on

    every male African in the reserves who was not employed by a

    white person, or not engaged in cultivating an allotment, or

    who had not worked outside his district during the previous

    twelve months." (16)

    C.W. de Kiewiet discusses the ideological implications of the same law:

    "In 1894 the famous Glen Grey Act held out the promise

    of a gentle but sure transition from an unenlightened and

    squalid tribal existence to an active and progressive in-

    dividualism. Through its operation natives would be bound

    to the land by a new and intimate bond of personal pos-

    session and profit." (17)

--------------------

14  Around 1890 the blacks, who constituted about 80% of the total population were compelled by legislation to live on 8% of the land surface of South Africa.

15  Cf. John A. Hobson, Imperialism, 1902 (London: G. Allen & Unwin, 1938), p. 268, 271.

16  A. Hepple, South Africa..., p. 197.

17  C.W. de Kiewiet, A History of South Africa (London: Oxford University Press, 1957), p. 199.
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    This „gentle but sure transition“, however, failed in view of the necessity „to secure a large, cheap, regular, efficient, and submissive supply of labourers“. (18) In South Africa, up to about 1911, only 50.000 black smallholders (19) had been integrated into the new structure of a capitalist agriculture. Apart from this stratum, part of which cultivated their small plots communally, a new marginal group of squatters or tenants formed on the white farms. Although legally they were not entitled to own any land, they were authorized by their respective employers to cultivate a piece of land or use it as pasture. These ‘serfs’ had to supply regular services to the white farmers, and in addition they were compelled to pay a tax of two pounds sterling per annum.

    In 1904 about 2.5 million blacks - the rural proletariat - were living on the white estates between the reserves and the industrial centres. According to the ‘Tomlinson Report’ (20) 30.3% of all blacks at that period lived on Boer farms, 27.1% in urban areas, and 42.6% in reserves. The monopoly capitalist managers of the ‘Chamber of Mines’ (21) soon realized that the existence of independent black peasant producers, tenants and squatters considerably curtailed the „constant and generous supply“ of cheap labour to the mines. In 1913 they charged General J.C. Smuts, who „represented the interests of British finance capital concentrated in the mining industry“, (22) to pass the Native Land Act in the South African colonial parliament. Govan Mbeki fittingly formulates the essence of this law:

    "... it limited the land occupation rights of Africans to only

    these areas listed in a schedule to the Act. These areas be-

    came known as the scheduled areas; but they mirrored no

    change in their new name. The Act merely defined a situation

    which had already been established when the last war for

    African independence was lost." (23)

--------------------

18  John A. Hobson, Imperialism..., p. 258.

19  Who owned the acres of land each as private property. I acre = 4046.8 square metres; I morgen = 0.85 hectares. At the same time white land proprietors owned up to 40.000 morgen of land each, of which up to 5% was cultivated. In 1930 they owned 96.940 farms covering a surface of approximately 10.000.000 acres. They only produced 3.628.320 tons of corn. In 1936 England’s 44.513 farms covering 15.115.631 acres produced 23.066.000 tons of corn. Cf. Freedom, Johannesburg, No.11, September 1942.

20  Cf. D.H. Houghten, The Tomlinson Report, (Johannesburg: South African Institute of Race Relations, 1956), p. 6 sq.

21  Around 1910 many British mining companies owned vast tracts of land. Eleven of them had more than 4 million morgen of land in their possession. Cf. Freedom, No. 11, September 1942.

22  G. Padmore: How Britain Rules Africa..., p. 164.

23  Govan Mbeki: South Africa - The Peasants’ Revolt (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1964), p. 66.
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    Thus the areas in which black smallholders were cultivating their own land came to be transformed into separate reserves, and the settlement of black tenants and squatters on white farms was banned.

    According to Hepple 78% of the overall population, viz. the blacks, now lived on 7.3% of the land surface. (24)  In 1936 this land distribution was altered by the Native Trust and Land Act. The blacks were promised an additional 19.592.769 morgen of land, amounting to 13.7% of the total surface. A decade later only one fifth of this area had been allocated to them. (25)

    The Native Trust and Land Act served to further legalize the forcible expropriation of land. With few exceptions blacks as private individuals were henceforth no longer able to own any land, even in the scheduled areas. According to the Land Act with its 1936 and 1945 amendments, article 25, section 6, „no native was allowed to own, purchase, or sell land anywhere in South Africa“. Henceforth special offices and agencies, the so-called Land Trusts, created by the government and run by venal chieftains, were to administer the land on behalf of the blacks. For decades many blacks were ignorant of the fact that the kraal (about 70 by 70 yards) in which they lived was by no means their individual property, although they annually had to pay various taxes for it, among others poll and hut tax. (26)

    At the beginning of the ‘Forties about 3 million blacks were living in the reserves, 3 million as rural proletariat on the platteland, and 2 million as urban proletariat in the so-called locations - an official euphemism for ghettos and slums - on the outskirts of industrial centres.

 The overwhelming majority of the reserve dwellers did not constitute a peasantry in the traditional meaning of the term. They lived huddled together on their diminutive plots and possessed but the most rudimentary and primitive implements of production. The quality of their soil kept steadily deteriorating, mainly in consequence of overpopulation, both human and animal. (27)

--------------------

24  A. Hepple, South Africa..., p. 93 sq.

25  ibid., p. 94.

26  Cf. John A. Hobson, Imperialism..., p. 268-270.

27  By overpopulation we here mean the relation between demographic density and productivity. Cf. in this context Paul A. Baran, The Political Economy of Growth..., p. 239 sq.
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    The social demands of these Africans aimed at an improvement of their position, the model invoked being their own former opulence in land and cattle.

    In 1954 Tomlinson came to the conclusion that by and large the Africans in the reserves still adhered to the communal cultivation of land. Houghton notes in this context:

    "Communal tenure under which the land is held in the

    majority of Bantu Reserves, is an adaptation of the

    traditional systems of land usage."

    The African male population - between 16 and 60 years (28) - normally works for nine months a year, often however for eighteen months at a stretch, on the white farms, in the factories, or in mines hundreds of kilometres away from their families. (29) This entails the destruction of their family lives and their being reduced to two basic functions: the sale of their labour and the production of a new generation of potential toilers. (30)

    Another fact to be taken into account is the near absence of any independent stratum of smallholding peasants up to this day; the landless blacks commute between city and country as migratory labourers, their consciousness uneasily positioned between the peasant and proletarian modes. Around 1936 already almost three quarters of the total African population were harnessed to the capitalist working process, without however being at the same time genuinely integrated into capitalist society, for the relationship between market economy and traditional economy - a dependence relationship dictated by the interests of capital - is the conditio sine qua non for the ruthless exploitation of the Africans.

    In other words, these South Africans are no longer masters of their own lives, let alone of the productive part of their life span. They are prohibited from evolving their specific African personality. By virtue of their subordinate position in the South Africa class and race society they remain forcibly debarred from any progressive development.

--------------------

28  The average life expectancy of the blacks is 37 years, that of the whites 67 years.

29  In 1956 Tomlinson wrote, „Migratory labour ... leads to the absence of men at their most productive time of life ... With the exception of cripples and disabled persons, nearly all males are employed outside the Bantu areas at one or another stage.“ See Tomlinson Report..., p. 9.

30  Cf. also D. Guérin, Negroes on the March, trans. D. Ferguson, (New York: George L. Weissmann; London: Grange Publications, 1956), p. 27-42.
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    Africans do not work in white South Africa because they love their master or their alienated labour but because colonial exploitation had reduced their lives to an animal level and restricted their human needs to purely physical reproduction. (31) The agrarian policy of the South African colonial government has contributed a great deal to the miserable situation of the Africans. We should now like to demonstrate with the aid of a number of quotations how the South African colonial ministers and senators consciously carried out their agrarian policy to the detriment of the Africans since 1936.

    Seven years after the Hertzog laws the Minister for Native Questions bought land for the express purpose of enlarging the scheduled areas, although this purchase was still inadequate to bring them up to the size legally determined for the blacks, viz. 13.7% of South Africa’s land surface. (32) But speaking before parliament he declared unequivocally that the government was not interested in a settled black peasantry but that its prime concern was to make available a labour force for the primary, secondary and tertiary sector of the country’s capitalistically run economy.

    He pointed out,

    "We do not buy this land for the Natives to settle down and

    become peasants. We but it for the Natives to plough

    while they go out to work." (33)

    In the same year (1943) Mr. Gemnill, an employee of the Chamber of Mines in charge of recruiting cheap black labour declared,

    „If you pay the Native more wages, or if you give them

    more land, he is going to stay at home. He is not going

    to work in the mines.“ (ibid.)

    The separation of the African from the arable soil was consciously postulated. This was in keeping with the colonial policy of British imperialism and Boer herrenvolkism, which aimed at exploiting the African economically, oppressing him politically, and discriminating against him racially. In a parliamentary debate in 1943 Senator Malcomess stated:

--------------------

31  Cf. Ernest Mandel, Marxist Economic Theory. 2 vols. (New York/London: Monthly Review Press, 1968), vol. 1, p. 288. Cf. also Franz J.T. Lee, „Arbeitsbedingungen unter Apartheid“, in: Was tun? Frankfurt a. Main, July 1976, pp. 9 sq.

32  In 1956 Houghton wrote, „The present extent of the Bantu areas is 17.500.000 morgen or approximately 12.9 per cent of the Union“. See The Tomlinson Report..., p. 7.

33  Quotations from the South African Hansard. Quoted from I.B. Tabata, The Awakening..., p. 56 sq.
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    „What is driving the Natives from the Reserves into the towns

    is hunger, want of land and the poll tax. Forty per cent of

    the population of the Reserves do not own any land.“ (ibid.)

    Replying to the request by some senators to make more land in the Zulu reserve with its very fertile soil available for European cultivation, Senator Brookes said,

    „... trying to get land for European settlement in Zululand

    is an absolutely unfair thing. ... We have already got a

    great deal of the best land in Zululand taken away from the

    Natives, and now to take away what is left. ...“ (ibid.)

    Senator Vermeulen countered laconically,

    „The intention was not to give land to the Natives on land

    owned by European farmers. ... What must become of them?

    Let me say immediately that there is lots of room for those

    people on the farms. There is a serious shortage of labour

    on the farms.“ (ibid.)

 The Boer Senator Vermeulen was speaking on behalf of the agricultural sector, which forms the traditional backbone of the ‘Nationalist Party’. It is precisely in the Boer stronghold - the platteland - that the grimmest social and economic conditions pertain. Shula Marks, a South Africans historian, has this to say about the black rural proletariat:

    "Even today this 40 per cent of the African population

    partly still live under conditions of medieval serfdom."  (34)

    Concerning the miserable condition of migratory labourers in the entire Third World, Mandel writes,

    "He is often a seasonal or migrant worker; if he holds

    another job during the dead season he can just about

    attain the bare existential minimum. If he lacks such a

    job - as happens particularly in underdeveloped countries -

    he is bound to sink into the deepest human misery." (35)

    This is a fitting description of the fate of South African rural labourers. Senator Vermeulen wanted to sentence millions of blacks to this miserable condition instead of returning their land to them. His colleague, Senator Basner, summed up the whole debate as follows:

    "The Native must not get enough land on which he

    could become a settled peasant. He must get only

    enough land to place his family, but he must go out

    to work." (36)

--------------------

34  Quoted from Freimut Duves, Kap ohne Hoffnung, (Hamburg: Rohwolt, 1965), p. 123.

35  Ernest Mandel, Marxistische Wirtschaftstheorie..., p. 307.

36  Quoted from I.B. Tabata, see before.
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    In the same year (1943) African resistance against this further theft of land increased. In various reserves, such as Witzieshoek, Ciskei, Zululand, Zeerust, and Sekhukhuniland, uprisings took place.

    With the aid of new amendments to the 1913 Land Act the colonial government in 1945 tried finally to translate all expropriation laws into practice by means of the so-called Rehabilitation Scheme. As always had been the case in similar circumstances, the measures taken under this scheme were carried out under the smokescreen of projects favourable to the Africans. In order to counteract soil erosion the Africans were to reduce their live-stock - already decimated on previous occasions - even further and let the land lie fallow for a certain period. The true reasons, however, was a different one: after the second industrial revolution in South Africa, which had been gathering momentum since World War II, the need for a massive supply of African labour was becoming even more pressing, especially in order to enhance the rapid growth of the processing industry. For this purpose thousands of blacks had to be forced to leave the reserves for the industrial centres. (37) According to Houghton, 100.000 South Africans were working in factories in 1915. Between 1945 and 1954 this number rose to 667.000, of whom there were 66% blacks, earning only 64 million pounds sterling out of a total industrial wage of 164 million.

    Everywhere in the country the resistance against the increasingly repressive measures of the colonial regime escalated. The ‘Non European Unity Movement’ (NEUM) founded in 1943 and the ‘All African Convention’, the only mass movements whose policy catered for the radical cravings of the reserve dwellers, steadily gained influence. In the largest reserve - the Transkei - the various spontaneously organized African movements, joined forces in the ‘Transkei Organized Bodies’ (T.O.B.). Later on they merged with the A.A.C.

--------------------

37  Cf. Tabata’s theses in his books, 'The Rehabilitation Scheme - A New Fraud', and 'The Boycott - A New Political Weapon'. See also 'South Africa’s Changing Economy', Papers by Samuels, Houghton and Fourie (Johannesburg: S.A.I.R.R., 1955), p. 19-35.
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"From then on every village thoughout the Transkei, in-

cluding those that had been tricked into accepting it,

rose against the Rehabilitation Scheme. Agitation against

it soon spread to the Ciskei in the Cape Province, thence to

Witzieshoek in the Orange Free State to Zululand in Natal

and to Zeerust and Sekhukhuniland in the Transvaal.

Since the scheme was the chief instrument for chasing

labour out of the so-called reserves, the government had

to take stern measures to break the resistance." (38)

    Mass meetings took place everywhere. The Africans in the reserves rejected the agrarian policy of the master race in its entirety. In 1948 I.B. Tabata was arrested in Mount Ayliff, Pondoland, „while addressing thousands of peasants on a mountain slope.“ (39) He was acquitted later because the government feared an insurrection of the ‘peasants’. Since then numerous freedom fighters have been persecuted and murdered by government agents.

 This rebellion of the rural African population culminated in a series of ‘peasant revolts’.

"The government had no scruples to send the army to surround

particular villages were the opposition was strongest and fiercest.

The army mowed the people down with machine-guns. ...

From the shooting and persecution all over the country they

learnt that the problems of each village and each tribe were

identical and that the struggles of the people were indivisible.

Only the oppressed acting together as a whole, as a nation,

could resolve their difficulties and remove their disabilities.

That is why they readily accepted and found inspiration in

the slogan of the Unity Movement: WE BUILD A NATION." (40)

2. The National Question.

    Although the South African agents of imperialism insist on being a nation, the South African population cannot by any stretch of the imagination be termed a nation, not even in the bourgeois sense of the word. For a bourgeois nation presupposes a class society having come into existence through the original accumulation of capital, which in its political form - seen as an ideal type - evolved into parliamentary democracy predicated on the principle of political equality. In South Africa, however, the ‘universal suffrage’ is restricted to the advocates of white supremacy, a system which in practice „is analogous to that of one-party government, but with the important premise that the National Party may be voted out of power“. (41)

--------------------

38  Apdusa, Organ of the Unity Movement, vol. II, No. 12, June / September 1967, p. 12 sq.

39  ibid., p. 12.

40  ibid., p. 13.

41  Leo Kuper, An African Bourgeoisie. Race, Class and Politics in South Africa (New Haven/London: Yale University Press, 1965), p. 68.
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    The partisans of apartheid do not even bother to maintain theoretically the formal principle of ‘universal equality’ or the fiction of a ‘common interest’. Instead they create artificial differences between the oppressed, e.g. by maintaining separate schools and universities for blacks, Coloureds, and Indians, or by forcibly resetting racial groups in barren wastelands inhabited by people of the same pigmentation or even the same „tribe“.

    In the face of such attempts at a division of forces, especially since the term ‘apartheid’ has been transformed into ‘multinational development', the propagation of national unity in the struggle against the deprivation of political rights and economic repression constitutes a progressive element. It must be based on an awareness of the fact that colonial exploitation stunts the lives of all and that only a solidary struggle is susceptible of changing socio-economic conditions. In this process two aspects have to be taken into consideration, of which the latter is gaining ever greater significance. In the first place it is imperative to debunk the differences resulting from the varying ethnic origins of the oppressed as incidental. Even liberal critics consider them inadequate criteria for the functioning of a capitalist society geared to maximum productivity. In the second place, however, the social classes created by capitalism, partly by legislative measures, the masses of African workers and ‘peasants’ as well as the numerically insignificant group of petty bourgeois, must be tied together by a solidary political consciousness.

    All of them have a stake in the abolition of the social, economic, and sexual limitations imposed upon them. (42) This does not imply, however, that their ideas about the form and content of social change are identical or are being left untouched by historical processes.

    Thus the liberation movements in South Africa, e.g. the A.A.C. or the N.E.U.M., used to see themselves, and even do so to this day, as national liberation movements. The content of the category ‘national’ is not, however, amenable to an easy definition since it changes in the historical process and is contingent upon the level of consciousness each liberation movement has achieved and its concrete claims for the transformation of social reality.

---------------------

42  L. Kuper, op.cit., p. 401.
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    In a society in which economic exploitation by a dominant minority is concealed by the ideological smoke-screen of racial segregation, and whose social and economic structure strictly speaking still shows colonial features, the category ‘national’ can have a number of implications for the oppressed majority, whose members, before being systematically debilitated by colonialism, had not yet developed a common identity as a unified social body. As ideal types these  implications appear as follows:

1. The gaining by force of bourgeois democratic rights and the „political

    liberation“ of oppressed individuals.

2. A radical split-off, setting off the oppressed from the oppressors.

3. The emancipation of the oppressed classes by means of an active class

    policy aiming at the seizure of political and economic control.

    In the first case the oppressed group fights for its integration into existing economic and political conditions. (43) „Nation“ here formally means only a group integrated under several aspects but retaining its class structure.

 The second case derives from the notion of fatefully determined, insuperable differences supposed to legitimate a total segregation without any critical consideration of their historical relativity and the possibility of supersession. (44)

    The third case is based on an analysis that takes cognizance of the nexus between colonial exploitation, i.e. the forcible perpetuation of a system guaranteeing cheap labour and high profits, as well as of the political, industrial, and sexual colour bar. (45) The existing differences, passed off as racial antagonisms by the dominant minority, are viewed as the expression of profit interest, the rule of which prevents the surplus value created by the coloured masses from being administered in the sense of a concrete democracy. The consequence is the abolition of all institutions that have made the profit motive an instrument of social and economic action.

--------------------

43  e.g. the Civil Rights Movement in the U.S.A. or the ‘Congress Movement’ in South Africa up to 1960.

44  e.g. the Stalinist propagation of a ‘Black Republic’ for Afro-Americans or South Africans in the ‘Thirties.

45  Cf. the policy of the ‘African People’s Democratic Union of Southern Africa’ (APDUSA - president: I.B. Tabata) and the ‘Partido Africano da Independencia da Guine e Cabo Verde’ (PAIGC - late Secretary General: Amilcar Cabral). See A. Cabral, Revolution in Guinea. An African people’s Struggle. Selected texts ed. R. Handyside (London: Stage 1, 1969).

-110-

    Within the framework of this concept the ‘national liberation’ of the colonized African workers and ‘peasants’ means nothing more and nothing less than the suppression of narrow-minded national (or ethic, cultural, linguistic and sexual) barriers concealing interests of domination. By virtue of the fact that the colonial relation of exploitation and the developmental phase of productive forces codetermine the purpose of the concept ‘nation’ in this analysis, it becomes a Marxist one:

"The workers have no country. No one can take from them what

they have not got. Since the proletariat must first of all win

political power, must make itself the ruling class, must establish

itself as the nation - it is, so far, still national, though by no means

in the bourgeois sense of the term." (46)

 During the ‘Eighties' the national and land questions will form crucial issues within the liberation movement of South Africa.

3. Main Theses.

    By way of summary we should like to derive from this short historical overview the following theses, which are of crucial significance for the land and national question in South Africa:

1. The land question is a direct product of British imperialism and Boer

    herrenvolkism, a result of their policy of economic exploitation of the

    African.

2. The Africans’ political demand for the return of their land is intimately

    linked with the striving for general, democratic rights, i.e. the land

    question is germane to the national and revolutionary question.

3. The great majority of Africans never owned land as private property in the

    past, does not own any today and never will obtain any as long as the

    present socio-economic colonial status quo pertains in South Africa.

4. The Africans’ desire to acquire land, i.e. to become peasants de facto,

    derives from a yet immature political consciousness, as the majority of

    reserve dwellers attribute their misery to the lack of land instead of to

    being deprived of politico economic rights.

--------------------

46  The Communist Manifesto of Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, ed. D. Ryazanoff (New York: Russel & Russel, 1963), p. 49-50. See also: No Siswe, One Azania, One Nation, Zed Press, London, 1979.
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5. As early as 1945 the majority of the African population was a class of

    dependent wage earners - according to Marx a „class in itself“ - although it

    had not yet developed a proletarian consciousness. Since then it has been

    rapidly developing into a „class for itself“ - into the future nation of South

    Africa.

6. It will not be necessary to redistribute the land as private property among

    South Africans after a radical democratic revolution. It is to be

    re-transformed into communal property.

7. The only solution of the land or national question in South Africa is bound

    to be the total liquidation of the imperialist and hegemonial social system

    by a radical social revolution of the African wage slaves.

C. The Position of the Socialist Groupings.

1. General.

    In 1919 the first Marxist-Leninist organization, the ‘Industrial Socialist League of South Africa’ (ISLSA) was founded in South Africa by Socialists and trade unionists immigrated from England. The first edition of their official newspaper, 'The Bolshevik', appeared in October, 1919. This workers’ organization was carried by the enthusiasm and hope that the October Revolution has generated among Socialist workers and intellectuals all over the world. One of its most essential features therefore was its internationalism:

"On the sixth day of this month, all loyal workers of South

Africa, will join us in celebrating the second anniversary

of the Russian Revolution. ... Wherever there is a toiling

slave struggling for his emancipation from Capitalist bondage,

from every corner of the globe, from Sweden to Japan, from

Alaska to South Africa, everywhere will the memory of the

Sixth November, instil hope and courage - courage to

carry the fight on, hope for better times." (47)

    In the November issue of 'The Bolshevik', the South African workers were called upon to assemble on 4th November, 1919, „at eight o’clock sharp in the festival hall of the City Hall“ in Cape Town to celebrate the second anniversary of the October Revolution and thus to demonstrate that in South Africa „the Bolshevist ideas are gaining ground each day“.

--------------------

47  The Bolshevik, Cape Town, Vol.1, No. 2, November 1919.
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    In their ‘Socialist bookshop’ the ISLSA, among other books, offered the following titles for sale:

   - Six Weeks in Russia in 1919, by Arthur Ransome;

    - The Russian Revolution, by Leon Trotsky; and

    - The Collapse of the Second International, by V.I. Lenin. (48)

    In subsequent issues of 'The Bolshevik' appeared analyses of themes such as „Reform or Revolution“ (49), „Socialism versus Violence“ (50), „The League and the Third International“ (51), „ABC of Bolshevism“ (52), „White Workers Awake!“ (53), „A New Communist party“ (54), and „The Task of the Proletariat“ (Lenin) (55). While the ISLA claimed to be an organization of all exploited in South Africa, its publications (56) were only addressed to a fictitious reader, the proletarian, whose consciousness was in consonance with European conditions. This is obvious from the way the proletarians’ historical task was formulated:

    "The abolition of the wage system and the establishment of

    a Socialist Commonwealth based on the principles of self-

    governing industries, in which the workers will work and

    control the instruments of production, distribution and

    exchange for the benefit of the entire community." (57)

    In September 1920 the members of the ISLSA decided to found a Communist party. At a rally they laid down the basic principles of the future party:

    - Adherence to the third International.

    - Mass Action and abstention from Parliamentary action.

    - The Soviet system and Proletarian dictatorship.

    - The name of the organization to be either Communist League

      or Party. (58)

    Ten months later, on 21st July 1921, Africa’s first Communist party, the ‘South African Communist Party’ (SACP) sprang to life. (59)

    On the orders of the International, all Communists accused of ‘Trotskyism’ were expelled from the SACP in 1929. They founded the ‘Lenin Club’ in Cape Town. During the next three years two movements developed within this group: the „orthodox Marxists-Leninists“, who called themselves Spartacists (60), and followers of Lev Davidovitch Bronstein (Trotsky), who considered themselves the official representatives of „revolutionary Socialism“ in South Africa.

--------------------

48  The Bolshevik, November 1919.

49  The Bolshevik, December 1919.

50  The Bolshevik, January 1920.

51  The Bolshevik, January 1920.

52  The Bolshevik, March 1920.

53  The Bolshevik, June 1920.

54  The Bolshevik, September 1920.

55  The Bolshevik, December 1920.

56  The Bolshevik only appeared in a English edition.

57  The Bolshevik, February 1920.

58  The Bolshevik, September 1920.

59  The development of the SACP up to 1945 has been described on pages 83-94 above.

60  They had, however, neither theoretical nor practical links with the ‘Spartakusbund’ (1914-1918).
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    Both factions were strongly opposed to „Stalinism“ in South Africa, i.e. the policy of the SACP. Apart from their divergent analyses which we shall treat in this chapter, both were influenced by Trotsky. Their critical analyses of society formulated in the ‘Thirties formed the basis for the policy of the ‘Unity’ movement. Tabata’s political theories cannot be analysed in their Marxist context without taking their influence into account. The young  Socialists who are active in the ‘Congress’ movement today (61) were either compelled by experiencing the ever more pronounced contradictions in South African society to accept similar theoretical positions, or tacitly adopted the correct theses of the Trotskyite analysts.

2. The Spartacist Theses.

 The political development in the ‘Lenin Club’ around 1934 was described by Edward Roux as follows:

"In Cape Town, Trotskyism had flourished among the European

intellectuals during 1934 and 1935. Lectures and debates at

the Lenin Club drew large audiences. ... In 1934 the Cape

Town Lenin Club split into two sections. One section, calling

itself the Workers Party of South Africa, formed a new

club, the Spartacus Club. The others eventually became

the Fourth International (Trotskyists) of South Africa." (62)

    In the ‘Lenin Club’, which also had offices in Johannesburg and Pretoria, members mainly discussed three questions:

1. The relative importance of the land and national question in the South

    African liberation struggle.

2. The differences between British imperialism and Boer nationalism.

3. The question whether a Marxist-Leninist Party in South Africa should

    constitute itself immediately into an underground movement or work

    legally as long as possible.

    The hottest debate was set off by the agrarian or peasant question and its relation to the national question. We should like to treat the content of this discussion here at some length.

    Between 1936 and 1939 the ‘Spartacus Club’ published the monthly Umlilo-Mollo (The Flame) (63) in Johannesburg. In it, leading members like R. Lee, Bullac, B.T. Phashe and C.B.I. Dladla discussed various socialist theories which aimed at analysing South African conditions and elaborating a social or revolutionary theory. (64)

--------------------

61  Especially in the P.A.C., which today is also strongly influenced by Mao.

62  Edward Roux, Time Longer Than Rope..., p. 213.

63  Erroneously referred to as The Spark by other authors. It was continued by B. Kies, I.B. Tabata and others as The Torch.

64  The Trotskyites tried to achieve the same in their organ, Workers’ Voice.
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    Edward Roux remarked on this paper:

    "It was capably edited and during its five years of life it

    published a number of interesting articles and contributed

    a searching analysis of South African conditions in terms

    of Bolshevik theory." (65)

    In their publications the Spartacists presented the following points of view: (66)

1. The agrarian revolution is „the Alpha and Omega of the South

    African revolution“.

2. The South African Union about 1933 possesses a preponderantly

    feudalist structure.

3. There is no mayor difference between the Boer and British

    colonial overlords.

4. The majority of subjugated Africans has the status of dependent

    wage earners.

5. The blacks are characterized by a peasant consciousness.

6. After the national democratic revolution the land must be

    redistributed in the form of private property.

7. The peasant revolution will bring forth a bourgeois democratic

    social and political order.

    The Spartacists insisted that the real task of a Socialist party should be the mobilization and direction of the landless black peasant masses in the reserves and on the Boer farms on the one hand, and call for agrarian reform on the other. To them, the African wage slaves working in industries and mines were simply „peasants from the Reserves“, „native workers“ or „toiling masses“ but not a modern colonial proletariat. In their writings they constantly dwell on the peasant past and origin of the miners or workers.

    "Today (1936) there are half a million miners toiling

    underground. They have been driven from their ancestral

    lands by taxation and famine ... The hundreds of

    thousands of native workers in secondary industry are

    herded in unsanitary ghettos called locations. ...

    A million poor whites have been uprooted from the soil

    and driven to the cities by hunger there to compete with

    the native labourers and to share the native standard

    of living." (67)

--------------------

65  Edward Roux, Time Longer Than Rope..., p. 312.

66  Compiled from Umlilo-Mollo, Youth in Revolt, Socialist Action, and The Revolutionary Communist, all newspapers published by the Spartacists between 1936 and 1939.

67  Umlilo-Mollo, Johannesburg, Vol.1, No.1, September 1936.
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    Theoretically the ‘Workers’ Party of South Africa insisted on being a Marxist party drawing its orientation from the October Revolution:

    "The Workers Party of South Africa raises its banner, the

    banner of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky, calling upon

    the workers of the whole world to overthrow the capitalist

    system and to set up a workers’ government with workers’

    control of industry. ... FOR THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL!

    FOR REVOLUTIONARY MARXISM!" (68)

    "Russia’s only hope lies in the world proletariat, in ex-

    tending the October Revolution as Lenin and Trotsky

    put it." (69)

    "In fighting Stalinism we struggle to defend the gains

    of the Russian Revolution and to extend October to

    embrace the whole world." (70)

    In their day-to-day policy and their immediate objectives the Spartacists remained, however, petty bourgeois and rooted in parliamentary democracy. The Socialists in the FIOSA, on the other hand, insisted on a policy of social revolution.

    With regard to class psychology and class consciousness the Spartacists failed to draw the correct political conclusions from South African reality. They claimed that Africans on the whole had evolved a mentality which was basically that of petty peasants, ignoring the fact that the migratory labourers and the urban proletariat, by dint of being involved in the capitalist production process, had actually evolved a proletarian consciousness, while it was the intellectuals who thought along petty-bourgeois lines, as reflected especially in the political leadership of the A.A.C., the N.E.U.M., and the ‘Congress Movement’, since 1936. (71)

    A. Mon was of the following opinion:

    "The Reserve dwellers are, in fact, tribal proletarians, and

    the centre of their livelihood lies in the towns and cities.

    ... even their peasant outlook is steadily being changed

    into a proletarian one by the development of industry." (72)

    The Unity Movement’s 10 Point Programme, which in its essential aspects was formulated by the Spartacists, contained mainly petty-bourgeois, bourgeois-democratic, social-reformist and pseudo-socialist demands. (73)

--------------------

68  Umlilo-Mollo, Johannesburg, Vol.1, No.1, September 1936.

69  Umlilo-Mollo, Johannesburg, Vol.1, No.2, October 1936.

70  Umlilo-Mollo, Johannesburg, Vol.1, No.3, November 1936.

71  Cf. Workers’ Voice, Vol.5, No.5, September 1946, p. 9-11.

72  Workers’ Voice, Vol.1, No.3, July 1945.

73  ibid.
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    ‘Babeuf’ (74) formulated the Spartacists’ political view regarding the African peasants thus:

    "The Spartacists maintained that, despite their divorce

    from the land and their employment in industry in growing

    number, the migrant workers, farm workers and ruined

    cultivators are deeply wedded to the soil. Their outlook

    was agrarian, not industrial. The migrant workers employed

    in the mines and factories continued to retain a peasant

    outlook and, given the choice, would readily return to the

    land as small producers." (75)

    This accounts for the fact that Point 7 of the programme of the N.E.U.M. calls for a „redivision of the land“.

    The SACP, then under the leadership of Edward Roux, ‘Joffe and Co’ was bitterly attacked by the Spartacists:

    "Joffe and Co. are merely servers and faithful lackeys

    of their Moscow paymasters. ... If Roux and his chicken-

    hearted supporters have failed to draw the correct conclusions

    from the recent turn in the party, namely that the C.P.S.A.

    is nothing but a degenerate appendage of corrupt Moscow

    bureaucracy headed by Stalin, this need not deter genuine

    revolutionary elements from realizing that the correct

    course must be the break with the decayed third International." (76)

    The slogan of the ‘Black Republic’ was rejected in the same breath,

    "The slogan of the Independent Native Republic is in my

    opinion stupid, incorrect, misleading and confusing and

    consequently unfit for a revolutionary Bolshevik-Leninist

    Party, let alone identical with a Workers’ and Peasants’

    Government." (77)

    Instead, the ‘Workers’ Party of South Africa’ tried to translate the following objectives into reality,

    "... to rouse the masses of workers from apathy and in-

    difference born of despair and past defeats, to point the

    lead to the final victory of the working class, bringing

    equality of races, socialism, a new era and new hopes

    for all humanity. These are the ideas and policies that

    Umlilo-Mollo will expound and defend." (78)

3. The Political Theories of the Trotskyites.

    Edward Roux made the following general comment on the influence of the FIOSA,

    "This section of Trotskyites gained considerable influence

    among the younger generation of Coloured teachers and

    university students in the Cape." (79)

--------------------

74  Pseudonym of a leading African Trotskyite today living in London and working in the P.A.C.

75  ‘Babeuf’, „Trotskyism in South Africa, 1930-1954,“ an unpublished lecture written in London in 1968. Also cf. his articles in Workers’ Voice, vols. 5-6, 1946 sq.

76  Umlilo-Mollo, September 1936, „Letter sent by Comrade Dladla to the Political Bureau of the C.P.S.A.“

77  ibid.

78  ibid.

79  E. Roux, Time Longer Than Rope..., p. 313.
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    ‘Babeuf’ characterized their contribution to the South African revolution as follows,

"... the FIOSA made the most valuable contributions to political

theory, the materialist conception of South African history and the

understanding of the liberation movement’s problems. ... It helped

to educate a new generation of Marxists who went to propagate the

Trotskyist position in the various national organizations." (80)

    The theoretical positions of the FIOSA can best be described by referring to some articles published by A. Mon, its chief theoretician, in the Workers’ Voice in the years 1944/45. (81)

    Mon summarized the theses of the FIOSA thus,

    "It was the majority in the Lenin Club which laid emphasis

    chiefly on the national struggle for full democratic rights;

    which characterized the Nationalist (Boer) bourgeoisie as

    having differences with British imperialism mainly over the

    supply of cheap labour and the political state-form (republic);

    and which held that a workers’ party should work legally as

    long as there are still possibilities for legal work." (82)

    According to Mon the origin of the land question can be traced back to British imperialist policy, which saw its main task in creating a black proletariat „kept in constant readiness in large labour reservoirs, the Reserves“. (83) The solution of the land question could therefore not be sought in an isolated struggle against landlordism but above all in „crushing imperialism, which has its bastions in the cities“. (84) He held that the most important element which was to determine the theory as well as the strategy and tactics of the revolution was the nexus between the Africans’ status as landless peasants crowded together in Reserves and the requirements of capitalist industry:

    "In order to have at hand a ready source of controllable cheap

    labour, imperialism has deliberately prevented the development

    of an African peasantry, for such a peasantry would live off the

    land, would reduce the number of human beasts of burden to be

    exploited in the mines, factories and on the farms." (85)

    In the light of the foregoing the land question, which was created by the overlords of South Africa in their own interest, turns out to be an integral part of colonial policy in general. Ernest Mandel has described the way in which this colonial policy was mostly implemented:

--------------------

80  ‘Babeuf’, „Trotskyism...“, op.cit.

81  Other influential Trotskyites were Hosea Jaffe, Peter Wilson, William Peters, E. Watson, and Z. Gamiet.

82  Workers’ Voice, Vol.1, No.3, July 1945, p.6.

83  ibid., p.7.

84  ibid.

85  ibid.
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    "If the conditions of land ownership in Equatorial Africa and

    Black Africa had not been changed, it would have been

    impossible to introduce the capitalist mode of production there.

    But in order to introduce this mode of production, one had to

    separate the mass of the black population radically and brutally

    from its normal means of subsistence by extra-economic coercion (...)

    The black population had to be parked in areas - the native

    reserves, as they are cynically called - which were insufficient

    to feed the population." (86)

    Mon was convinced that a solution of the land question in South Africa could only be found by struggling against national and economic oppression:

    "The land struggle is part of the struggle against imperialism

    and national oppression. It is from this standpoint that we

    have to look upon the rural struggle." (87)

    In order to propagate „the linkage between the land and national questions“, Mon proposed to spread the Leninist slogan „Land and Liberty!“ among the black migrant workers. By first appealing to the immediate needs of rural Africans, the Socialist party was to lead them towards the national and eventually social-revolutionary struggle, and to arouse in them a nationally oriented political awareness. Mon thus insisted on „the land question being subsumed under the national question.“ (88) Analysing the various strata of the Africa rural population he came to the conclusion that there existed no black peasantry worth the name, neither in the European nor in the traditional African sense of the term; instead he recorded a „profound and revolutionary trend toward proletarianization and a proletarian outlook“ (89) among the black farm, urban and migrant workers. He argued that the rural proletariat and the Reserve dwellers could only be led to social revolutionary action by the urban workers, having achieved a higher level of awareness. With regard to the organizational question he proposed to modify the Leninist model, drawing the picture of an „alliance between urban and rural workers“ (90) under the leadership of a Marxist party as the vanguard of the proletariat. Mon wrote literally,

--------------------

86  Ernest Mandel, Einführung in die marxistische Wirtschaftstheorie, (Frankfurt a.M.: Verlag Neue Kritik, 1967), p. 28.

87  Workers’ Voice, July 1945, p.8.

88  ibid., p.9.

89  ibid.
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    "Here in this country it is not so much, in fact hardly,

    a question of the alliance between the proletariat and

    peasantry, but rather a case of building up the alliance

    of the city workers and the farm workers, the vast majority

    of whom are wage slaves and commonly oppressed by the

    colour bar, segregation and lack of rights (including the

    right to land)." (91)

    And he added:

    "But this organization and this struggle cannot travel a correct

    path, unless guided by a revolutionary Leninist party of the

    workers." (92)

    The socialist objectives of this party must be „the establishment of a South African workers’ government and the expropriation of the imperialist national bourgeoisie.“ (93) To the call by the Stalinist SACP for a ‘Black Republic’ in South Africa, Mon replied as follows:

    "We do not attack it from the point of view of the White

    labour aristocracy, but from the viewpoint of the non-European

    toilers. ... It is in the interests of the struggle, the

    movement for full democratic rights to combat anti-White

    feeling, to unite Black and White toilers, and not to alienate

    the White workers with threats of Black Republic or non-European

    rule. ... We do not envisage a perspective where one race will

    rule another race in South Africa." (94)

    Although Mon had not given up hope to retrieve the ‘white labour aristocracy’ - the white proletariat- he formulated its negative historical role in no uncertain terms:

    "The White worker is always in between the broad mass of

    super-exploited non-European labour and the White ruling class.

    There his economic, social and political position is always

    privileged, ... The White labour aristocracy is part of the

    social bulwark of imperialism in this country." (95)

    Consequently the white workers cannot be the motor force of the South African revolution,

    "... the main basis, the foundation for any revolutionary

    change for South Africa ... is the non European. Either he

    will perform this change, or there will be no revolution at

    all in South Africa." (96)

    For ‘Babeuf’, South Africa’s political system is a form of oppression of the Africans which the State has created in the interest of the owners of capital. Hence violence is an inherent part of this system, which can only be abolished by counter violence. (97)

--------------------

90  ibid.

91  ibid., p.11.

92  ibid.

93  ibid.

94  A. Mon „The Colour Bar and the National Struggle for Full Democratic Rights“, in: Workers’ Voice, Vol.1, No.2, November 1944, p.7.

95  ibid., p.8.

96  ibid.

97  „The single combat between native and settler (...) takes the force of an armed and open struggle (...) The existence of an armed struggle shows that the people are decided to trust to violent methods only (...) In fact, as always, the settler has shown (the native) the way he should take if he is to become free...“ Frantz Fanon, 'The Wretched of the Earth'. trans. Constance Farrington (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1967), p. 66.
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    "Not to believe in force, says Trotsky, is the same as not

    believing in gravitation. Our road to universal suffrage

    and therefore a free entrance into the historical processes

    at work in society lies through social revolution. Class

    force in the struggle for liberation and democracy lies

    not in parliament but outside parliament, in the revolution-

    ary working class." (98)

    The last sentence of the preceding quotation means that the counter violence of the oppressed is necessary and should take an exclusively extra-parliamentary form, a thesis which distinguishes the Trotskyites from the Stalinists:

    "Leninists have always and everywhere been against a

    Communist going into a capitalist CABINET, because Leni-

    nists believe that such cabinets are THE EXECUTIVE COM-

    MITTEES OF THE CAPITALIST CLASS, according to the

    teaching of Karl Marx’ famous definition of the State.

    It is the duty of Communists to fight against such govern-

    ments and to organize the workers to set up THEIR OWN

    GOVERNMENTS ON THE COMPLETE RUINS OF THE

    CAPITALIST GOVERNMENTS." (99)

--------------------

98  Workers’ Voice, Vol.6, No.1, July 1947.

99  ibid., Vol.4, No.6, August 1945. Cf. also Engel’s preface of 1886 to the Communist Manifesto.
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    We shall try to summarize the most essential results of the analyses made by FIOSA as follows:

1. The national question, under which the land question has to be subsumed,

    is of prime significance for the South African liberation struggle.

2. Since 1945 at the latest South African society has been characterized

    by capitalist relations of production, even though some pockets of past

    forms of social and economic organization may still co-exist with them.

3. This is the result of quite specific forms of exploitation, all of which

    basically serve the same purpose, viz. the creation of a social structure

    that guarantees the constant flow of docile, cheap black labour.

4. The Africans have been compelled to become wage slaves, and have

    rapidly developed a commensurate consciousness.

5. An alliance between urban and rural workers, which should be led by a

    Socialist party, has to be organized.

6. The solution of the land question can only be brought about by the

    expropriation of the big white estate owners and the free and easy

    transformation of the land into communal property.

7. The path to the socialist revolution in South Africa must lead via the

    agrarian and national revolutions, which have the same socio-economic

    basis.

8. The transition from capitalism to socialism in South Africa will not be

    effected by means of parliamentary reforms but through the violent

    extra-parliamentary class struggle.

D. Trotsky’s ‘Letter to South Africa’.

    In early 1933 the controversy between the Spartacists and Trotskyites in the Lenin Club had reached a deadlock. The two parties could not agree as to whether the ‘agrarian revolution’ or ‘the struggle for the abolition of national oppressions’ ought to be its political main task.

    Each group therefore drew up a number of theses that were to form the basis of an overall revolutionary programme and dispatched it to Lev Trotsky in Paris in the hope that he might be able to solve the contradictions.     However, only the theses of the ‘Workers’ Party of  South Africa’, i.e. the Spartacists, reached Trotsky, and he replied to them on 20th April, 1933. (100)

--------------------

98  Workers’ Voice, Vol.6, No.1, July 1947.

99  ibid., Vol.4, No.6, August 1945. Cf. also Engel’s preface of 1886 to the Communist Manifesto.

100  The letter was published in 'Worker’s Voice' of November 1944 (Vol. 1, No. 2), p. 18-20. Cf. also Trotsky’s ‘Open Letter’ to the South African ‘comrades’, published by 'The Militant', New York, 2 July, 1932.
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    In his analysis, Trotsky concentrated on the problem of the national and land questions. He argued that the national question, i.e. the Africans’ struggle for bourgeois-democratic rights, was the key to mobilizing the South African working class. The gist of his argument runs as follows:

    "The South African possessions of Great Britain form a

    Dominion only from the point of view of the White

    minority. From the point of view of the Black majority

    South Africa is a slave colony."

     From this he drew the conclusion - still valid today - that no social revolution in South Africa can be successful unless the majority of the population, that is to say the blacks, is actively involved in it, nor are democratic rights for all conceivable without the liquidation of the British Empire in South Africa:

    "No social upheaval (in the first instance, an agrarian

    revolution) is thinkable with the retention of British

    imperialism in the South African Dominion."

    Trotsky labelled South Africa a "slave colony’’ because four fifths of its total population are unable to exert any political influence on the most important social decisions affecting their own future. The silent majority of Africans must first struggle for its national self-determination. (101) Since Trotsky was, however, insufficiently informed about actual South African conditions and had to reply mainly on the Spartacists theses, he ignored the fact that the black ‘’slaves’’ in the Reserves were not "peasants’’ but wage slaves from the point of view of their social function, for as early as 1930 the process of integrating the blacks into the white-dominated economy, which was in the main dependent on the mining industry, was already affecting a majority of them. The most important aspect of this process of integration, however, was precisely that it sought to forestall the formation of an independent stratum of smallholders producing for the market, since such a development would have been incompatible with capitalist interest, especially gold mining.

--------------------

101  Cf. Trotsky’s preface to the Communist Manifesto published in Afrikaans in Cape Town in 1937.
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    Trotsky felt that,

    "The backward Native peasant masses directly feel the

    agrarian oppression much more than they do the national

    oppression."

    Nonetheless he insisted that the South African Marxists ought to make the ‘"peasant masses“ progressively aware of the necessary "political and national conclusions on the basis of the experience of the struggle.“

Since the millions of non-whites, especially the blacks, would be the main protagonists of a new society in South Africa, the transitional State of the ‘Black Republic’, i.e., the period of the dictatorship of the proletariat (Marx), must be strongly impregnated with the will and political consciousness of the blacks.

    At a first glance Trotsky’s concept of the ‘Black Republic’ seems to bear great resemblance to the ‘Independent Native Republic’ propagated by Stalin. (102) But the two concepts do differ, notably in questions of strategy and defining the function of such a state.

    In contrast to the Stalinists in South Africa, Trotsky considered the ‘Black Republic’ merely as a transitional State, as the product of a socialist revolution that was to consolidate the political power of the Africans and form the launching pad for a permanent revolutionizing effort. Trotsky envisaged a colonial revolution such as it was actually to take place in Cuba later. (103)

    For the Stalinists the ‘Independent Native Republic’ meant a state which was to be set up as peacefully as possible by a bourgeois-democratic revolution. According to them the Socialist revolution could only be achieved at a larger stage. In other words, South Africa was to develop through a revolution on the model of the Russian February revolution from a dominion within the British Empire to a sovereign nation state with a bourgeois African government. Trotsky’s position, on the other hand was closer to the Marxist-Leninist one, which we now wish to outline briefly.

--------------------

102  See the Comintern directives of 1928 and 1930 to the SACP as well as the resolution of the V th Congress of the Comintern on revolutionary movements in the colony (1928).

103  Peter Gäng and Reimut Reiche came to the conclusion that ‘’more than any other revolutions in economically underdeveloped countries the upheaval in Cuba is to be understood as a permanent revolution“. Modelle der kolonialen Revolution (Frankfurt a.M.: edition Suhrkamp 1967), p. 66.
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    In his ‘’Marginal Notes to the Programme of the German Workers’ Party“ (104) Karl Marx had written,

    "Between capitalist and Communist society lies the period

    of the revolutionary transformation of the one into the other.

    There corresponds to this also a political transition period

    in which the state can be nothing but the revolutionary

    dictatorship of the proletariat." (105)

    In ‘’The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky“ Lenin pointed out,

    "Bourgeois democracy, although a great historical advance in

    comparison with medievalism, nevertheless remains - and under

    capitalism cannot but remain - restricted, truncated, false

    and hypocritical, a paradise for the rich and a deception for

    the exploited, for the poor." (106)

    It is therefore necessary, even while establishing the ‘’dictatorship of the proletariat“, to lay the basis for ‘’a proletarian democracy“ or ‘’a democracy for the poor“. (107) The exploiting class must be ‘’forcibly“ overwhelmed and kept down. This ‘’simple truth“ (Lenin) is summed up by him as follows,

    "Dictatorship is rule based directly upon force and unrestricted

    by any laws.

    The revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat is rule

    won and maintained by the use of violence by the proletariat

    against the bourgeoisie, rule that is unrestricted by any

    laws." (108)

    The power thus accruing is however ‘’political power“, i.e. the "organized use of force by one class in order to keep another class in subjection“. (109) According to Marx and Engels, the proletariat can only reach its historical goal ‘’by the forcible overthrow of the whole existent social order.“ (110)

In his letter to the South African Marxists Trotsky explains this class struggle:

--------------------

104  First published by Engels in 1891 as ‘’Critique of the Gotha Programme“.

105  Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Selected Works in Two Volumes (London: Lawrence and Wishart, Ltd., 1958), Vol. II, p. 32-33. Italics in the original.

Lenin erroneously ascribes this quotation to Marx’s ‘’Letter to Wilhelm Bracke“ of 5th May, 1875. Cf. V.I. Lenin, Selected Works in Two Volumes (Moscow: Foreign Languages Publishing House, 1947) (W.F.)

106  V.I. Lenin, ibid., p. 370.

107  V.I. Lenin, ibid., p. 375.

108  V.I. Lenin, ibid., p. 365.

109  The Communist Manifesto ... ed. D. Ryazanoff, op.cit., p. 53.

110  The Communist Manifesto ... p. 68.
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    "The historical weapon of national liberation can only be

    the CLASS STRUGGLE. ... A victorious revolution is

    unthinkable without the awakening of the Native masses.

    ... Under these conditions the South African Republic

    will emerge first of all as a Black Republic; this does

    not exclude, of course, either full equality for Whites

    or brotherly relations between the two races (which depends

    mainly upon the conduct of the Whites). But it is entirely

    obvious that the predominant majority of the population,

    liberated from slavish dependence, will put a certain

    imprint on the State."

    For Trotsky, state power in the hands of the Africans does not only mean formal political independence but also an element in the struggle against the domination of capital that includes the possibility of solidarity between black and white workers:

    "We must accept with all decisiveness and without any

    reservations the complete and unconditional right of the

    Blacks to independence. Only on the basis of a mutual

    struggle against the domination of the White exploiters

    can be cultivated and strengthened the solidarity of

    Black and White toilers."

    Trotsky issues a strong warning against the ‘’devil of (white) chauvinism“; he clearly confronts the white proletariat with the alternative of joining forces either with the blacks or with the imperialists,

    "In any case, the worst crime on the part of the revolution-

    naries would be to give the smallest concessions to the

    privileges and prejudices of the Whites."

    As indicated in the previous chapter, Trotsky considered the foundation of two states in South Africa, a white and a black one, a distinct possibility. But he warned against ‘Bantustans’, i.e. separate pseudo states rammed down the throats of the blacks. He contrasted the coercion implied in the Bantustan concept with the Africans’ free decision for their own black state:

"It is possible that the Blacks will AFTER VICTORY find it

necessary to form a separate Black State in South Africa;

certainly we will not FORCE THEM to establish a separate

Black State; but let them make this admission freely, on

the basis of their own experience, and not forced by the

sjambok of the White oppressors."
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And he added,

    "The proletarian revolutionaries must never forget the right

    of the oppressed nationalities to self-determination, in-

    cluding a full separation, and of the duty of the proletariat

    of the oppressing nation to defend this right with arms in

    hand if necessary."

    Trotsky insisted that the South African revolution was not a race struggle. In the ‘Black Republic’ the whites were to be legally placed on an equal footing with the blacks, and ‘’brotherly relations“ were to be created between the two ‘’ races“. For Trotsky the national character of the South African revolution not only implied a chance of class relationships but also of ‘’ the relation ... between the races’’. The South African Marxists were to solve ‘’the national (racial) problem ... in words and deeds.“ He refused to offer any ready-made directives: ‘’The proletarian party can and must solve the national problem by its own methods.“ While South Africa’s Stalinists were of the opinion that the national question could be solved by peaceful means, Trotsky insisted on a violent class struggle, mentioning the October Revolution as an example.

    "The solution of the national question (in Russia) was

    brought about by the October Revolution."

    He further showed that this struggle presupposed the alliance of the  "urban and rural population“. He also pointed out that the revolutionary party (‘’the Bolshevik-Leninist Party“) could play an important role as a catalyst in this process by politicizing the masses and enhancing their self-confidence, in other words, by assuming the function of a ‘’midwife“ of the revolution. How seriously Trotsky took his thesis of South Africa as a ‘’slave colony“ is shown by the fact that he did not consider the revolution in Southern Africa merely an internal affair of the indigenous black population, but also related it to the remaining parts of colonized Africa. He expected the South African revolution  to be a decisive, progressive element in the Pan-African struggle against white hegemony and imperialism.
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Trotsky’s theses can be summed up as follows:

1. The agrarian and national questions, being both products of European

    colonization, have a common basis.

2. They can only be solved by a socialist revolution, i.e. by the class struggle

    and the liquidation of imperialism in South Africa.

3. The urban proletariat is to form the vanguard of this class struggle.

4. The Revolutionary Party is to function as the catalyst of the revolution.

5. A ‘Black Republic’ signifies the ‘dictatorship of the proletariat’, whose

    function is to stabilize the power relationships created by the social

    revolution.

6. A ‘’proletarian democracy“ based on a ‘’soviet system“ is to be the historic

    goal of the revolution.

7. The majority of the South African population, viz. the Africans themselves

    are to determine their own future.

8. The South African revolution is an integral part of the overall African

    revolution.

    As already mentioned, Trotsky’s theories went into the making of the  various programmes of the ‘Fourth International Organization of South Africa’ and the ‘Workers’ Party of South Africa’, i.e. the Spartacists. (111) In addition, Trotsky’s ideas strongly influenced the policy of the ‘Unity Movement’ (and of the ‘Pan African Congress of South Africa’) during the ‘Fifties and ‘Sixties, especially with regard to questions of organization, class structure, and revolution. This development will be pursued further in the next chapter.

    Indirectly, viz. through the Comintern directives addressed to the South African Communist Party (SACP), Joseph Stalin, too, has made a contribution of his own. Since 1953 the ‘Communist Party of South Africa’ has continued the policy of the former SACP. The concept of a ‘Native Republic' was quietly dropped, although the party’s dependence on Moscow continued unabated so that it was possible for Moscow’s ‘’Policy of peaceful coexistence with imperialism’’ also to become a principle of the SACP (112). The ‘Communism’ of the SACP found a congenial ally in the ‘’Ghandism’’ of the ‘African National Congress’, (113) whose most prominent representative was the recently deceased winner of the Nobel Prize for Peace, Albert John Luthuli.

    However, with the Sharpeville massacre and the ‘peasant rising’ in Pondoland in 1960, Stalinist policy in South Africa was dealt its death-blow.

--------------------

111  Both factions later joined the ‘Fourth International’.

112  The most recent example of uncritical support for the neo-Stalinist policy of the Russian C.P. is the fanatical SACP organ (sic!), 'The African Communist': ‘’We fully understand the concern of other neighbouring socialist countries and appreciate their efforts to ... rebuff the forces of counter-revolution.“ No. 36, London, Fourth Quarter, 1968.

113  Cf. K.A. Jordaan, ‘’The SACP - Its Counter-Revolutionary Role“, in: Azania News, London, Vol. 1, No. 11, September 1966.
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Chapter 5: National Liberation Movements before and after Sharpeville

    „The war of liberation of our people

    has been one single enormous battle

    of Dien Bien Phu.“

                                    Vo Nguyen Giap, Hanoi 1961

    The following phases can be distinguished in the process of growing political awareness and self organization among the Africans:

1. The formation of the first national movements,

2. The first attempt at forming a united front (popular front),

3. The development of a theory of guerrilla struggle and its practical

    preparation.

    In the onward march of revolutionary consciousness, Marxism has been playing a decisive role, as a method but also as a dogma, since 1919. The theories of Lenin, Trotsky, Stalin, Mao Tse-Tung and Che Guevara have gained special significance for South Africa.

    The most important organizations of South Africa’s liberating movement are the ‘African National Congress’ (ANC) and the ‘Unity movement of South Africa’ (UMSA). The ‘Pan Africanist Congress’ (PAC) which broke away from the ANC in 1959 has since 1970 increasingly lost its progressive function.

This chapter will deal with the counter revolutionary influence of neo Stalinism on the ‘Congress’ movement via the South African Communist Party (SACP),  which tends to turn the ‘Congress’ into a tool of neo-colonialism. The importance of Maoist influences within the PAC will also be investigated.

    On the other hand theory and practice of the „Unity Movement“, which considers itself the vanguard of the revolutionary movement in South Africa, will be discussed.

    The theories treated here are not necessarily in agreement with our own analyses, which will be presented in the last chapter.

A. The ‘African National Congress’ (ANC).

    In the second chapter we have dealt with the development of ANC between 1912 and 1935. We shall here be concerned with the breaking away of the ANC from the ‘All African Convention’ (A.A.C.) in the early ‘Forties and its political practice thenceforward.
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    Between 1940 and 1950, instead of leading an independent anti colonialist struggle, the ANC and its affiliated organizations, supported by the SACP and white liberals, pursued a moderate policy based on critical appraisals remaining within the frame of the capitalist system. A reformist course was adopted. It chiefly rested on the assumption that South Africa’s economic upswing after World War II would also facilitate the emancipation of the blacks and that the pressure exerted by various national and international pressure groups would advance their liberation. Both the programme and the policy of the ANC were therefore characterized by the principle of „hamba kahle“ („go slow“). The government was confronted with resolutions, petitions, and deputations; in extreme cases futile campaigns of non-violent resistance, anti pass demonstrations, bus boycotts, or isolated strikes were organized. They only led to an escalation of terror on the part of the government.

    Nobody bothered to analyse the reasons and structural conditions of colonial-fascist policy and its determinants. The result of such an analysis would have shown, that the forced industrialization of South Africa and its economic boom after World War II were sustained by the ruthless economic exploitation of Africans and the legal and political discrimination practised against them.

    Thus for lack of a solid theoretical foundation all the ANC could achieve through its militant campaigns organized in the cities between 1950 and 1960, at a time when a mere 28% of the black population were working in industry - mainly the processing industries- was a rapprochement with the liberal anti-Boer parties. During a conference in December 1953, a member of the ANC reported:

    "The executive has been invited for round table discussions

    by the South African Labour Party, the Liberal Party, and the

    Congress of Democrats. The working committee co-operates

    closely with the Congress of Democrats, whose programme is

    related to that of the ANC, even though it's identical." (1)

    In 1955 the ‘Congress Alliance’, also called ‘Congress of the People’, was founded. A ‘Freedom Charter’ outlining the policy of the ANC and defining its reformist attitude as described above, was drawn up.

--------------------

1  „Minutes of the 1953 Conference of the ANC,“ Johannesburg, December 1953.
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    In contrast to the federal structure of the ‘Unity Movement’ the ‘Alliance’ possessed a unitary organizational structure. It was formed by the merger of five organizations but thenceforth membership was to be on an individual basis. All activities of the various groups making up the alliance were guided and controlled by a central authority. What did this mean in practice?

After the SACP had been banned in 1950, its members joined the ‘Congress of Democrats’ (COD), which later became a constituent part of the ‘Congress Alliance’. Although the Communists in 1953 formed a ‘new’ CP, they did not relinquish their membership of the COD. The policy of the SACP was virtually made in the COD, while at the same time an ever increasing number of Communists found their way into the central executive of the ANC, the leading organization within the alliance. Thus, the SACP was able to exert a decisive influence of the ‘Congress Alliance’. The most important aspects of this development were the deepening rift between city and country, the financial and ideological dependence of the Congress Movement on the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, and the widening of the split among liberation movements in South Africa.

    During the ‘Rivonia Trial’ of 1963, at which some members of the ANC were accused of attempted subversion, the public prosecutor revealed a secret SACP document which affords an important insight into the policy of the party after 1960. Part of the document read thus,

    "The Congress Alliance was never meant to be a federation

    but a united front. ... For us (SACP) the united front con-

    sists not of formal organizational machinery .. but of

    people moving into action against the government."  (2)

    Furthermore it is stated that the organizational unity of all ethnic groups in South Africa can by no means be the objective of the ANC since „it would undermine the specifically national character of the ANC and thus reduce its influence on the black masses.“

--------------------

2  The Growth of Political Consciousness in the South African Liberation Movements, Pamphlet, of the UMSA, Lusaka 1969, p.4.
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    At the same time Indians, Malays and Coloureds would never be able to give the ANC its unstinted support. By then the ‘Congress Alliance’ had already fallen apart and the ANC was banned, while the racist regime was arming itself to the teeth. Between 1960 and 1964 its defence budget rose by about 300% and the expenditure for improved equipment and increased personnel in the police force by about 50%. (3) But none of this could make the Congress Movement budge from its policy of non-violence.

    As late as 1961 it was still possible for ANC members like Nelson Mandela, Walter Sisulu and others to be acquitted in a trial because the public prosecutor could not prove that their „political strategy is the establishment of a democratic state by violent means“. (4)  In 1963 however, during the ‘Rivonia Trial’, Mandela explained how some individuals in the ANC came to the conclusion „that, violence in this country being inevitable, it would be unrealistic and wrong for the African political vanguard to go on preaching peace and non-violence since the government replies to peaceful demands with terror.“ (5) This realization of the necessity of counter violence, Mandela explains, was primarily brought about by the restlessness and impatience of the populace which spontaneously began to practice counter terror. Those  sympathetic with Mandela chose in the abstract among the various manifestations of violence: sabotage, guerrilla warfare, terrorism, and open revolution. The group around Mandela opted for sabotage because it would not cost any human lives and thus would not totally exclude the possibility of an eventual peace between the races. Like all operations undertaken by the ANC, sabotage was to intensify the pressure on the world opinion, compel foreign investors to withdraw, and „bring the government and its voters to their senses.“ (6) An underground organization under the name ‘Umkhonto We Siswe’ (Spear of the Nation) was formed. ‘Umkhonto’ comprised members of various political organizations and also others who had not previously been organized. Dual membership in both the ANC and the underground group was the exception rather than the rule, as Mandela reported in his defence speech.

--------------------

3  United Nations Security Council, Report of the Special Committee on the Policies of Apartheid of the Government of the Republic of South Africa, p. 60 73, December 1964, p. 132.

4  The Growth of Political Consciousness ..., op.cit., p. 5.

5  Nelson Mandela, I Am Prepared to Die (London: A Christian Action Booklet, 1965), p.6.

6  ibid., p.8.
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    The concrete relations between ‘Umkhonto We Siswe’ and ANC are hard to reconstruct. Mandela at any rate only conceded autonomy to ‘Umkhonto’ with regard to the choice and execution of acts of sabotage, while political control was retained by the ANC, which „remained a political mass organization of the Africans and carried out the same type of political activity as before 1961“ (7) without revising the principle of non-violence. The separation of political control on the one hand and practical sabotage activities on the other accepted by Mandela may have contributed to a considerable extent to the failure of ‘Umkhonto’ by jeopardizing its conspiratorial effectiveness and preventing any critical reflection on the abstract concept of sabotage informed as it is by liberal thought patterns.

    It should not be overlooked, however, that the SACP played a decisive role in the foundation of ‘Umkhonto We Siswe’. In the above mentioned secret SACP document, the function and position of the ANC are also critically assessed. The document states that the ANC would lose the support of the masses unless it propagated a new political line, viz. that of violence, and could convince the masses that it was able and willing to vanquish the armed stronghold of white South Africa.

    „The first step towards realizing this policy was the foundation of the ‘Umkhonto We Siswe’ with its concept of ‘controlled violence’ against carefully chosen objects that would be attached without endangering life and limb (...) but would (...) demonstrate the hatred against the System of apartheid (...) and sabotage the governing process.“  (8)

    A farm in Rivonia belonging to a member of the SACP who had gained experience in the ‘Palmach’ (9) became the operational centre of ‘Umkhonto’.

The next step was the training abroad of about 500 guerrilla fighters. They did not, however, return to South Africa but spent four years in a camp outside the country before engaging, side by side with guerrilla fighters of the ‘Zimbabwe African Peoples’ Union’ (ZAPU), in a battle with Smith’s and Vorster’s army south of the Zambezi (10) in early 1968. The operation was doomed to failure since it was strategically unwise and the guerrillas hardly even knew the language or the lay of the land.

--------------------

7  ibid., p.6 sq. and 12.

8  Bram Fischer (SACP), What I Did Was Right (London; Mayibuye Publications, 1966), p.27 sq.

9  N. Mandela, op. cit., p.14.

10  CF. The African Communist, No.32, 1st Quarter 1968, p.4
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    An important reason for the failure of ANC guerillas to infiltrate into South Africa is the fact that the movement’s organizational basis in the open country was extremely weak, while the destruction of the guerrillas in Zimbabwe - and alien country, as far as they were concerned - resulted from an inability to merge the fighting men and the local population into one, „which is one of the main secrets of success in this type of warfare“. (11) Even the thesis that the fight against the racist block in Southern Africa has to start at the periphery (i.e. in Zimbabwe and Namibia) cannot controvert this fact. This does not mean, of course, that the liberation struggle in Southern Africa should not be effectively co-ordinated.

    The formal separation of political leadership and guerrilla group as practised by the ANC and the SACP invites some criticism. Mandela clearly emphasizes the military aspect of the guerrilla as a „nucleus of trained s o l d i e r s.“ (12) He says literally „(...) No matter what comes, military training will be useful.“ (13)  In this way the guerrilla’s political activity among the populace (14) is necessarily relegated to the background and the freedom fighter himself becomes an object of politics. It is, however, specifically in South Africa, where liberation movements are at present passing through a phase of intense competition, that one of the main functions of a guerrilla movement would be to neutralize the effects of that competition, both among the population and among themselves so as to form a hard core of unified political and military power. Such an approach would not only enhance the effectiveness of the liberation struggle but also facilitate co-operation during the phase of reconstruction after the victory of the anti- colonial revolution.

    During the last few years the activities of the ANC have mostly been focussed on foreign countries. It has organized conferences and started propaganda campaigns in collaboration with the SACP, the ‘Christian Action’, and the international ‘Anti-Apartheid Movements’.

--------------------

11  Mao Tse-Tung, Selected Works, Vol.II (London: Lawrence and Wishart, 1954), p.119 sq. See also Mao Tse-Tung and Che Guevara, Guerilla Warfare (London Cassell, 1965).

12  Mandela, op.cit., p.12

13  ibid.

14  Cf. Amilcar Cabral, Theorie als Waffe, Berlin 1968, p. 52 sq.
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    The hope for a United Nations intervention and for economic sanctions by the foreign capital still form one of the pillars of ANC policy at the beginning of the ‘Seventies. In fact the net influx of capital from abroad has decreased rapidly after 1960. In 1961 the decrease amounted to minus 61 million Rand. (15)  This was not, however, due to pressure from the ANC but to the unstable political situation after the massacres and uprisings of 1960. After its ‘stabilization’ through increased terror and intensified armaments, foreign capital started flowing again. In 1965 the net influx of capital attained plus 258 million Rand. (16)  As late as in 1969, Oliver Tambo, the president of the ANC, pointed out:

    „ It was at the instance of the ANC that sanctions as a mode

    of struggling against the South African regime came to be

    considered at the UN ... There are many countries who have

    honoured these resolutions and in doing so have helped us

    not only to weaken the South African regime, but also to

    maintain the type of international pressure, which is of

    considerable assistance to our cause.“ (17)

    The countries sponsoring the oftentimes radical anti-apartheid resolutions adopted by the UN are, however, those that are economically weak: the states of Asia, Latin America and Africa. The economically viable capitalist states on the other hand - South Africa’s solid trading partners - mostly abstain from voting. (18)  In May, 1969, the president of the French Chamber of Commerce, representing a country which is one of South Africa’s top importers, advocated a closer industrial and commercial co-operation between the two countries. (19)  In 1974 the Federal Republic of Germany graduated to the No.1 position among South Africa’s trading partners.

    The ANC has no concrete revolutionary alternative for building the country after a victory in the armed struggle such as that developed by Amilcar Cabral and translated into practice in Guinea-Bissau - and to a certain extent in Angola and Mozambique - while the armed struggle was still raging. (20)  Instead, it invokes a pseudo democratic freedom of decision of the masses to justify an abstract dividing line between the phase before and after victory:

--------------------

15  Neue Züricher Zeitung (Zurich) 7th February, 1969

16  ibid.

17  Writing in the ANC organ Sechaba, Feba 1969.

18  Cf. Ronald Segal, ed.: Sanctions Against South Africa (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1964.)

19  The Star (Johannesburg), 24th May, 1969.

20  A. Cabral, „Die Ökonomie der Befreiung“ in the SDS-VDS brochure 'Angola', Frankfurt. M. 1969, p. 43-51 Cf. also the programme of the Socialist opposition in Kenya, the ‘Kenya People’s Union’ (KPU) in Africa and the World (London) Vol.5, No.47, May 1969.
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    "The bountiful wealth of our country will be shared by all

    citizens. Here again the detailed process by which these

    ultimate objectives will be achieved, must be left for

    decisions by the masses after victory. It is therefore

    not possible to spell out how the total and final end of

    apartheid ... will be attained." (21)

    Thus, in ANC theory the ‘revolution’ in South Africa has a merely negative character, since its only objective is the abolition of racial discrimination. The revolution is conceived as mere destruction, which excludes the possibility of subjective and objective elements of a qualitatively new material structure of society emerging from the revolutionary process. Hence this conception of revolution is not a Marxist one. Rosa Luxemburg has described the problem of the socialist revolution as „the identification of the popular masses with an objective transcending the existing order of the day-to-day struggle with the great world reform,“ (22) whereas the policy of the ANC is restricted to the immediate social need of abolishing the discrimination against the Africans.

    Up to this day (1976) the struggle of the ANC can therefore only be characterized as a struggle against apartheid but  not as a class struggle.

B. The Panafricanist Congress (PAC)

    At the meeting of the executive committee of the PAC held in Moshi (Tanzania) from 19th -22nd September, 1967, the organization of the South African revolution was the most important topic. A striking feature of the conference was the constant use of the Maoist vocabulary and the theory of revolution as developed by Mao Tse-Tung.

    In its ‘Revolutionary Message to the Nation’ (23)  the PAC argued that the objective conditions for the revolution in South Africa were propitious. The subjective conditions were likewise basically existent, although there was now a need for the revolutionary cadres to step in, in order to push things forward. „It is the business to make the revolution.“ (24)

--------------------

21  Sechaba, February 1969.

22  Rosa Luxemburg, „Sozialreform oder Revolution?“, Politische Schriften I (Frankfurt a. M.: EVA, 1966, p.131.

23  In: Pan African Congress of Azania (S.A.), Report of the National Executive Meeting, Moshi, Tanzania, 19th - 22nd September, 1967. Issued by the Department of Publicity and Information, P.O. Box 2257, Lusaka, Zambia.

24  Ibid. p. 9
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    In this context the experiences gained in China and Cuba were invoked:

    „The most outstanding modern expert on Peoples War,

    Chairman Mao Tse-Tung, summing up the experiences of

    25 years of civil war in China, has written, that it is

    people, not weapons, who are the decisive element in

    making history. ... Cuba, under the daring leadership of

    Fidel Castro, showed that bold and audacious actions

    by a very few revolutionary patriots, making an armed

    intervention at the right times were able to change

    adverse subjective conditions into favourable ones“. (25)

    Criticizing the pessimism of the liberals and reformists, the PAC came to the conclusion that the South African terrain is well suited for guerrilla warfare. A rudimentary knowledge of geography showed that the country had large areas of forests and immense hill ranges, the latter covering about 2,700 square miles. The colonial war and the Boer War had proved the outstanding suitability of the terrain in the Eastern Cape, in Natal, Transvaal and Botswana for guerrilla operations. Even in the platteland (lowlands) and in the cities, an experienced guerrilla movement could find ways and means of hiding and defending itself. The PAC mentioned the system of tunnels built by the Chinese in the war against the Japanese and, later on, by the Vietcong. It recalled to mind the fact, that the Vietcong had constructed a „maze“ of tunnels, 50 miles in length, only 20 miles from Saigon.

    The ‘Revolutionary Message to the Nation’ pointed out, however, in agreement with Mao and Che, that „ the most thorough-going amalgamation of the guerrilla forces with the leading masses“ (26) is the basis of the guerrilla struggle.

    "The people are thus the guerrillas' protective umbrella,

    his human reserve, his logistics committee, who supplies the

    essentials to sustain his life. In such circumstances the

    guerrilla is like a fish in the water." (27)

    A further important problem discussed by the PAC is the importance of industrialization for the armed revolution. The arguments of the PAC in relation to this problem can be summarized as follows:

-------------------

25  Ibid.

26  Ibid. p. 11

27  Ibid.
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    An advanced industrialization contains both positive and negative elements for the guerrillas. The strength of the colonial-fascist system (28) lies 1), in its relative invulnerability vis-á-vis all kinds of foreign sanctions, and 2), in the well developed infrastructure which allows the rapid movement of troops and generally optimizes communication, the PAC argues which are extremely vulnerable if sabotage is carried out simultaneously in many places. Another weak point of the regime, according to the PAC, is its dependence on a vast network of electric power lines, making sabotage of the electricity supply an effective means of the struggle which is susceptible of enfeebling the enemy both materially and psychologically. The PAC sums up its argumentation thus:

    „Let there be no mistake about the fact that no industrial

    economy can stand a prolonged civil war, without collapsing.

    The collapse of economy and orderly city government

    will mean the disintegration of the State organs of

    repression.“ (29)

    The functional coexistence of industrialized centres and backward agriculture in the colonial-fascist context also lent special significance to the question, where the armed struggle was to begin and to have its basics. The PAC reached the conclusion that the revolution would have to start in the country and be carried into the cities later. In the ‘Revolutionary Message to the Nation’, the first phase of the guerrilla struggle is described as follows:

    "Organized guerrilla bands under the instruction and guidance

    of their revolutionary party, the PAC, they (the rural

    Africans) will strike the first decisive blows against the

    unprotected, isolated settler farmers and force them to

    flee from their land in the absence of the protection of

    the State military machine. The abandoned farms will be

    taken over by the people." (30)

    While in theory and practice of the Chinese guerrilla the armed struggle moved from the country towards the cities so that they would eventually be captured from the outside, (31)  the PAC advocated the opening of a second front in the cities themselves:

--------------------

28  On the concept of colonial fascism in South Africa cf. Bettina Decke, Industrialisierung und Herrschaft in Südafrika (Neuwied: Luchterhand, 1972), especially Chapter V.

29  PAC, Report of ... p.13

30  Ibid., p.14

31  Bettelheim, Marchisio, Charriere, Der Aufbau des Sozialismus in China (Munich: Tricont-Verlag, 1969), p.15. f.
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    "... the masses in the cities must give them ( the rural

    guerrillas) that necessary support by opening up a second

    front in the cities, to PIN DOWN THE ENEMY IN THE CITIES

    AT THE OUTSET. Imagine the rapidity of the growth of the

    guerrillas in the countryside because the forces of

    reaction are unable to leave their city fortresses to

    destroy and kill." (32)

    The idea of an urban guerrilla is developed further:

    "When darkness descends on the Orlando complex, Langa,

    New Brighton, Cato Manor, Thabong, etc., the revolutionary

    forces will rule supreme. In these fortresses of black

    power the workers, students, intellectuals and professionals

    will be politicized and geared to the requirements of our

    revolution ... The cities will reverberate with bombs.

    Policemen will be ambushed and liquidated. The whites who

    terrorize and live by terror of the black man will reap the

    whirlwind of the peoples' discontent. There will be no

    apology for our hatred of the enemy.“ (33)

    Operations initiated by the workers will be an essential ingredient of the revolutionary struggle in the cities. Depending on their degree of awareness and organization these will include go-slows in the production process, strikes and acts of sabotage directed against selected industrial targets, all of which will build up to a general mass strike culminating in the occupation and take-over of all factories. (34)

    The PAC conceives of violence as a more comprehensive phenomenon than the ANC does; it serves to bring about the rehabilitation of African history as one of resistance, which over and over again has been drowned in blood and falsified by the auxiliary sciences of colonialism (35) so as to appear as the barbarous backlash of benighted semi-humans. Sartre points out the nexus between violence and humanity in the Revolution of the Colonized:

    "The rebel’s weapon is the proof of his humanity. For in

    the first day of the revolt you must kill: - to shoot down

    a European is to kill two birds with one stone, to destroy

    an oppressor and the man he oppresses at the same time:

    there remain a dead man, and a free man; the survivor, for

    the first time, feels a national soil under his foot." (36)

    At the same time the hatred of the oppressed, for the PAC, becomes a constituent element of revolutionary violence in the sense depicted by Che Guevara:

    "A people without hatred cannot vanquish a brutal enemy.

    We must wage ... a total war. It is necessary to prevent

    him from having a movement of peace, a quiet moment outside

    his barracks or even inside; we must attack him wherever

    he may move. Then his moral fibre will begin to decline." (37)

--------------------

32  PAC, Report of ..., p.18.

33  Ibid., p.20

34  Ibid., p.21

35  Cf. M. Nkoana, „The Advent of Revolution“ in: The New African (London), No.50, 1968, p.35 sq.

36  F. Fanon, The Wretched ..., p.19.

37  Quoted from PAC, Report of ..., p.20
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    Although the PAC regrets the death of innocents, it relativizes this category: in a period of extreme polarization between oppressors and oppressed, new categories arise - those of friend or enemy. (38) And every white man in South Africa who carries out the instructions of the racist regime - even if only as the overseer of a construction gang building a new road in the reserves - becomes an enemy. (39)  But the black collaborator also becomes an adversary:

    "This is a revolution that knows no colour. ... Black

    police, spies and informants had been eliminated at Paarl,

    Krugersdorp and other places, and so were Chiefs in the

    Transkei." (40)

    The proposition that the South African regime would smother the rebellion in the ghettos and Reserves with bombs is dismissed as unrealistic by the PAC; it argues that the South African capitalists could not afford to wipe out their living machines for the production of surplus value. Sartre is support of this thesis:

    "Poor settler ... he ought to kill those he plunders ... now

    this is not possible, because he must exploit them as well.

    Because he cannot carry massacre into genocide, and slavery

    to animal-like degradation, he loses control, the machines

    go into reverse, and the relentless logic leads him into

    decolonization." (41)

    Such a perspective is, however, too short-sighted in view of the fact that the revolution will not only be directed against national but also international capital, and the prospects for a neo-colonial solution of the conflict thus becomes evanescent. The extremely brutal repression of the freedom struggle in Angola, which had been increasingly penetrated by international capital since 1960 (42),  is a case in point, the final victory of the Angolan revolution notwithstanding.

    In contrast to the ANC the PAC at least developed a global revolutionary programme conceived as a minimum programme for a united revolutionary front „of all patriotic forces (...) among the pass bearing, expropriated and enslaved workers, peasants and dispossessed farm labourers, who are the most important social forces for a radical transformation of South Africa“. Its programme envisages:

--------------------

38  CF. Mao Tse-Tung, Analysis of the Classes in Chinese Society (Peking, 1967), p.1. sq.

39  M. Nkoana, „The Advent ...“, op. cit.

40  Ibid., p.37

41  F. Fanon, The Wretched ..., p.14.

42  Projektgruppe Afrika im INFI, Der revolutionäre Befreiungskrieg in Angola, Guinea (B) und Mozambique (Berlin, 1969), p. 51 sq.
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1. The abolition of racial discrimination and the  total destruction of the

    white slave state. The establishment of a non-racial socialist democracy.

2. The immediate and unconditional change-over from private control of

    mines, big industry, banks, and real estate to public property.

3. The expulsion of all imperialist interests from Azania and the inauguration

    of a policy based on solidarity with anti-imperialist movements in the

    whole world. (43)

    Especially the Moshi document, which is not typical of the revolutionary reflections of the PAC, is strongly influenced by Marxism. In the course of the PAC’s political development such nebulous concepts as ‘African Nationalism’, ‘African personality’, ‘African Socialism’, and ‘Positive Neutrality’, have increasingly lost their significance. Viewed historically and in an overall African context those concepts originated during the phase of the struggle for decolonization in the African states, which today already possess their formal political independence. The theories of ‘African Nationalism’ and ‘African Socialism’ which burgeoned at that time and which were often seen as identical by their authors merely mean, that once the physical presence of the colonizer, the imperialist, comes to an end, the road is open for the development of the ‘African Personality’ which was conceived as the essence of all positive traditional African values, and that a synthesis of African primitive communism and modern capitalism, could be created. (44)

    These theories have been proved false by the prevailing practice in African states after decolonization. The PAC has clearly grasped this fact. While in its former documents (45) the accession to a formal political independence is celebrated as the beginning of African self-determination, (46) the problem of neo-colonialism, epitomized by the USA , moves into the foreground in its later analyses. As concrete examples of the neo-colonial claim to domination the PAC quotes the military coup d’etat in Ghana, the murder of Patrice Lumumba, the U.S. intervention in Korea and the Vietnam war. (47)

--------------------

43  PAC, Report of ..., p.23.

44  Cf. S. Thion, Le Pouvoire pale ..., p.261.

45  The Basic Documents of the Pan Africanist Congress of South Africa, issued by the Secretary, Publicity and Information, PAC of S.A., P.O.Box 2257, Lusaka, Zambia March 1965.

46  Ibid., p.19 sq.

47  PAC, Report of ..., p.27.
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    It is thus obvious that the analysis of the international situation, i.e. the observation of these relationships between former colonies and semi-colonies on the one hand and highly industrialized states on the other hand, that are generally referred to as 'neo-colonialism', has driven the PAC „into the arms of Marxism“, which offered a concrete alternative to this relationship of exploitation. This is the objective side of Marxist influence of the PAC. Its subjective side consists of the fact that many former members of the UMSA, dissatisfied with its inactivity, had joined the PAC. One of the executive members of the PAC, who played a leading role in formulating the ‘Revolutionary Message to the Nation’, was previously a member of the FIOSA and the NLF of South Africa.

    The PAC is, however, an extremely heterogeneous organization, politically speaking. The radicalism of its documents only conceals the tensions and antagonisms within. (48) There is no end to suppositions that the PAC cadres might have been infiltrated by CIA or BOSS agents. Hence the Moshi conference was dubbed ‘Reorganization Conference’ by the executive. It was no sheer coincidence that this conference was convened after some PAC members, who were labelled ‘agents of imperialism’, had tried to occupy the PAC office in Dar es Salaam. (49)

    The PAC, too, has attempted the infiltration of guerrillas into South Africa via the Caprivi Strip and Namibia. (50) These freedom fighters were, however, detected by the South African army shortly after crossing Namibia’s northern border and shot.

C. The ‘Unity Movement of South Africa’ (UMSA)

    The ‘Unity Movement’ (1943) is the only South African liberation movement to have consistently analysed the history and class relations of South Africa by means of the Marxist method and to have understood this history as being that of the growth of awareness among the oppressed. In the analyses of the UMSA the economic exploitation of African labour forms the basis of oppression and of the apartheid regime as a whole, so that the prime aim of the liberation struggle has to be the destruction of the capitalist-imperialist system of domination in order to hand over economic control to the people themselves by nationalizing the means of production.

--------------------

48  CF. „Repudiation of the Call for United Nations Intervention in Azania“, in: PAC Report of ..., p.35-38.

49  P.K.Leballo, „Preamble to the Main Address of the Acting President“, in: PAC, Report of ..., p.6 sq.

50  Cf. Africa and the World, Vol.4, No.38, December 1967, p.8-12.
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    According to UMSA, the class conflict in South Africa can only be definitely resolved by an armed struggle bearing the character of a socialist revolution.

The ‘United Movement’ considers the black inhabitants of the rural areas - the Bantustans - the true revolutionary potential of South Africa. Although the Bantustans constitute only 13% of the South African land surface, they are inhabited by about 50% of the black population. This majority of Africans consists of two groups:

1. The very poor peasants who work small plots of land, without,

    however, having any legal title to them.

2. The most harshly exploited section of the workers, viz.,

    the miners (1,000,000) and the rural workers (2.5 million),

    all of the migrants.

    The separation between landless peasants and migratory workers is, however, basically not an empirical but an analytical one, for the economics of apartheid are based on the fact, that the borderline between the two categories is fluid. This leads to an integration of the workers’ struggle with that of the peasants. Especially since 1945 a strong political awareness has evolved in the Reserves. It finds its practical application in fierce resistance to governmental authority. According to the UMSA analyses, (51) the liberation struggle, in consonance with South Africa’s objective conditions, developed in three qualitatively different phases:

1. The Struggle for National Liberation (1935 - 1945)

    The initial phase of the liberation struggle was that of the national struggle for equality of political rights between blacks and whites, i.e. for obtaining such democratic rights as had been monopolized until then by the white groups. This phase is characterized by the following distinctive features:

--------------------

51  Cf.The Growth of Political Consciousness in the South African Liberation Movement, Pamphlet of the UMSA, Lusaka 1969.
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1. The unification of the oppressed Africans in a popular movement

    comprising political and economic interest groups, cultural organizations

    and sports clubs (AAC).

2. The popular front had a federative structure. This, the ‘Unity Movement’

    argues, is a more effective means of reaching those to be politicized than

    a form of organization that, only allows of recruiting members on an

    individual basis.

3. The total absence of political rights as a common denominator of

    oppression, which in other respects affects the various African groups in

    different ways.

4. Independence of the liberation struggle from the ideas of the ruling class

    and its agents, the white liberals.

5. A struggle waged according to definite principles so as to root out any

    opportunism. The principles were enunciated in the 10 Point Programme,

    which is to guarantee the maximum unity of the oppressed based on a

    minimum of common claims.

6. The organization of concrete resistance, e.g. of a boycott against any

    institutions created for the purpose of pacifying the oppressed.

7. The boycott had the added function of politicizing those engaged in

    acts of resistance as well as those completely lacking in awareness, not

    only by debunking any institutions designed to perpetuate political and

    economic discrimination against Africans, but also by fighting the feeling

    of inferiority among the blacks.

2. The Transition to a Conscious Class Struggle (1945-1965)

    After the Second World War South Africa experienced an acceleration of the industrialization process, resulting in improved technological standards and, generally speaking, increased economic growth. Simultaneously there was a rising demand for the production factor labour, which necessitated further measures to make labour from the Reserves and Bantustans available. The discovery of new gold deposits in the Orange Free State likewise led to an increased proletarianization of the blacks. This development entailed an intensification of the class conflict. Thus the liberation struggle of the Africans underwent a qualitative transformation from a struggle for national emancipation to the class struggle.
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    At first the ‘Unity Movement of South Africa’, founded under the initial name of ‘Non European Unity Movement’ (NEUM) in 1943, concentrated on politicizing the masses of peasants and workers in the sense of a clarification and proletarianization of their consciousness. In keeping with the ‘Unity Movement’s own account of developments we can highlight the characteristic features of this phase of the struggle thus:

1. The policy of non collaboration with the oppressors. It signified the refusal

    of any form of co-operation with institutions and representatives of the

    governmental machinery of oppression.

2. The rejection of negotiations and appeals to the ruling class, the rationale

    being that any hope for a change of heart would be sheer utopianism. The

    massacres of Sharpeville, Langa, Nyanga, Pondoland, Soweto etc. have

    proved this attitude to be historically correct.

3. No pacifist self immolation campaigns, no organization of isolated strikes,

    no demonstrations which would essentially always aim at the white

    electorate and clamour for the setting-up of a liberal government.

4. The rejection of racism through an attempt to organize black and white

    workers on a common platform. However, the social and economic

    privileges enjoyed by the whites through the establishment of the system

    of apartheid had hitherto prevented any solidarization.

5. Criticism of the anti-apartheid struggle as waged by the ANC and SACP. It

    is seen as a false alternative to the existing machinery of domination,

    which is supported by the very same imperialism that it purports to be

    fighting, for its programme merely envisages the abolition of racial

    discrimination. This struggle only takes place in the cities. If it could

    achieve its objective, the blacks, it is true, would obtain equal political

    rights and, given the African majority in the country, black faces would

    control parliament, but such an arrangement could only have the function

    of creating stable conditions for foreign investments without the

    economic exploitation of the African being abolished.
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    In other words, the ‘Unity Movement’ sees the seeds of neo-colonialism germinating in the policy of the ANC. After the Sharpeville crisis of 1960 and the revolt in the Reserves I.B. Tabata came to the conclusion, that even the most backward strata of the oppressed - the ‘peasants’ - were prepared to take up arms. (52)  He wrote:

    "... there is a qualitative change in the mood and outlook

    of the people in town and country. ... The slaves from

    yesterday had suddenly dropped their humility and

    presented themselves before the disconcerted magistrates

    like men, who had cast off their chains. ... The

    people are ready to make sacrifices for liberty."

    In 1961, a new organization, the APDUSA, was founded within the UMSA. Conceived as a Socialist Party, if aimed at putting the interests of the exploited „peasants“ and migratory workers at the core of the Unity Movement’s political orientation.

3. Incipient Guerrilla Warfare (1965 - date)

    Since 1965 at the latest the ‘Unity Movement’ has considered guerrilla warfare (53) the only adequate means of liberating the oppressed Africans and destroying the capitalist system in South Africa. It has insisted that the rural areas of the country are of pivotal importance for the liberation struggle. The place, where the mass of the oppressed peasants and migratory workers live, forms the basis of the class struggle.

    During this period, the ‘Unity Movement’ stressed its internationalism even more poignantly than before. Its main objectives admittedly were the co-ordination of revolutionary struggles against imperialism in Southern Africa and the rest of the continent, the solidarity with liberation movements in the colonial world and with the international class struggle in the metropoles, but also with the fight for a socialist democracy in the bureaucratic workers’ states.

--------------------

52  I.B.Tabata, The Pan African Congress Venture ..., op.cit.

53  On the theory of the guerrilla warfare cf. Mao Tse-Tung and Che Guevara, Guerrilla Warfare (London: Cassell, 1965, Kwame Nkrumah, Handbook of Revolutionary Warfare (London: Panaf Books, 1969). See also Otto Heilbrunn, Partisan Warfare (London: George Allen and Unwin Ltd.,1962), and R. Rentsch, Partisanenkampf - Erfahrungen und Lehren (Frankfurt O.M.: Bernard Graefe Verlag für Wehrwesen, 1961).
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    In order to translate this new policy into action, contacts with socialist countries and radical left-wing movements throughout the world have either been established or intensified in recent years with a view to bringing about a close theoretical, political and military co-operation.

    As early as December 1961, a conference illegally held in the bush, decided to send nine members of the 27- member ‘Central Executive’ abroad to create the technical and organizational conditions for the training of guerrillas of the ‘Unity Movement’. Currently, the guerillas of the 'Unity Movement' are undergoing training in camps situated thousands of kilometres from South Africa. Later they will be taken back to countries bordering on South Africa, from where they will return to their country to train others.

    While the UMSA criticizes the dogmatic adoption of the theory and practice of other socialist movements as „slavishly following in the footsteps of existing socialist states“ (54) and „contrasts the application of the principles of scientific socialism to the living realities of Africa“ (55) with dogmatic theorizing, it has endeavoured in particular to collaborate with the OSPAAL (‘Organization for the Solidarity of the Peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America’). The newspaper APDUSA reported at length about the ‘First Conference of the Solidarity of Asiatic, African and Latin-American Peoples’, which started on 3rd January, 1966. It said among other things:

    "For the All-African Convention and the Unity Movement

    of South Africa the Havanna Conference is of historic

    significance. In this Conference we see crystallized

    on an international scale all the principles for which we

    are in complete agreement with the aims and aspirations

    of the Organization of Afro-Asian and Latin-American

    Solidarity, for in fighting against the fascist regime

    of Verwoerd we have to contend with imperialism of

    which Verwoerd is only a tool." (56)

    In October 1967 APDUSA featured an article in homage of the murdered Che Guevara. The revolutionary’s death is not used for a trivial glorification of the victims of the revolution, it rather serves to revivify revolutionary energy:

    "Revolutionary fighters throughout the world mourn him and

    denounce his murderers, the imperialist-backed dictators

    of Bolivia. But they also proclaim his immortality in the

    hearts of men wherever they shall fight for freedom.

    It is fitting that the last ringing words of his challenge

    to the people of Latin America, Asia and Africa for a new

    resurgence of revolutionary internationalism, should

    express at once the selflessness, the indifference to death

    and his revolutionary optimism. Wherever death may

    surprise us, let it be welcome, provided that this, our

    battle cry, may have received some receptive ear and

    another hand may be extended to wield our weapons!" (57)

--------------------

54  APDUSA, Official Organ of the Unity Movement of South Africa (Lusaka), Vol.2, June/September, 1967, p.2 sq.

55  Ibid.

56  Vol. II, February, 1966.

57  APDUSA, Vol.3, No.1, October 1967
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    The revolutionary transformation of South African society after the victory of the revolution must take place according to the principles of Marx, Engels and Lenin: This is postulated by APDUSA in its June/September issue, 1967:

    1. „The confiscation of the means of production on behalf of

        the peasants and workers. From this time onwards, the State

        will by and by lose the basis of its existence.“ (58) In connection

        with the dialectics of the liberation of the State from bourgeois

        class interest and its simultaneous dissolution, the paper

        quotes Engels:

       "The first act in which the State really comes forward as

         a representative of society as a whole is to take possession

        of the means of production (land, labour and CAPITAL) in the

        name of society. (This act) is at the same time its last independent

        act as a State." (59)

         Furthermore it is pointed out that in the first phase of building

         a socialist society it will not yet be purged from all features of

         capitalism with regard to politics, culture, and economic structure.

         The first phase will rather be „a bourgeois State without a

         bourgeoisie“ (Lenin).

    2. The elimination of the class structure. The seizure of political power

        by the forces of the revolution, according to APDUSA, does not

        automatically bring about social and economic equality: „Equality

        doesn’t arise like Venus from the sea, fully clothed and ripe in

        maturity.“ (60) To achieve practical equality the whole population must

        be mobilized and made to participate in the reconstruction of society.

        Social reconstruction involves a rapid and consistent literacy drive, the

        advancement of political and technical training of workers and

        peasants, the organization of transport, production, trade, agricultural

        co-operatives and banking under socialist auspices, and especially the

        implementation of an agricultural reform.

--------------------

58  APDUSA, Vol.2, No.12, June/September 1967, p.8.

59  Ibid.

60  Ibid., p.10.
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    The writings of the Unity Movement consistently eschew any romanticizing of the revolution. They emphasize the fact that the building of Socialism is a long and laborious process, the peaceful development of which is particularly threatened by international capital. (61)

    It is of vital importance that the ‘Unity Movement’ has developed criteria which ought to make it possible to gauge the concrete degree of socio-economic progress already achieved by the intended aim of a socialist society. These criteria were formulated in the form of questions:

a) To what extent has the new state proceeded to take over

    the means of production, land, labour and capital?

b) To what degree is the elimination of classes proceeding?

c) What steps are being taken to bridge the gap in difference

    between the various classes, culturally, educationally,

    socially and economically?

d) To what extent is the rule of the capitalist class diminishing?

e) How far is the elimination of the market control gone? Is labour

    a commodity still regulated by the law of supply and demand? Are

    wages being determined by the costs of reproduction of each worker,

    as under capitalism? (62)

    These questions, which have to be confronted with reality, are meant at the same time as a sharp criticism of the so-called 'African Socialism'.

It is hard to understand why the problems of the liberation struggle in the industrial centres have been neglected in the analyses of the ‘Unity Movement’. It is of doubtful value, to say the least, to juggle with demographic data in order to underpin the thesis, that the freedom struggle must centre on the Reserves, if only in view of the high mobility between the Reserves and the cities.

    Any strategy of the liberation struggle must take account of the fact that the centres of economic and political power are situated in the cities. It is there that the struggle for control of the means of production will of necessity be hardest. In Memoriam it should be added here, that up to 1970 the UMSA made valuable contributions to analysing the history of the South African revolution, but that it was swept over by that very history before it could actually make history. Its ‘weapon of criticism’ never became a ‘criticism of weapons’ (Karl Marx). Meanwhile Tabata has expelled nearly all his members-in-exile from the UMSA. They, in turn, are now considering founding a new Unity Movement without Tabata.

--------------------

61  Ibid., p.9.
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D. The Liberation Struggle in Namibia.

1. The History of German Colonialism.

    In 1883 a big Bremen merchant, Adolf Luderitz, bought part of present-day Namibia from a certain Khoikhoin chief named Josef Fredericks for the paltry sum of 100 pounds sterling and 200 rifles. Before that time various disco- verers, explorers and missionaries had opened the way for German coloni- zation. Adolf Luderitz stated the objective of his purchase thus,

    „If we found a colony and if it is to be worth anything,

    I want Germans to live there.“ (63)

    In 1885 Luderitz sent a second expedition to South Africa „which was to take in hand above all the exploitation of mineral resources.“ (64) Chancellor Bismarck formally initiated the process of colonization by sending three German civil servants to Namibia, who settled at Otjimbingwe. On 24th June, 1889, the military annexation of Namibia as a „protectorate of the German Reich“ began with the landing of two brothers - Captain Kurt von Francois and Lieutenant H. von Francois - commanding 21 German soldiers.

    Like other colonial empire builders, the German imperialists introduced a policy of ‘divide and conquer’ in Namibia:

    „On the basis of my experience I had gained the absolute certainty,

    that the native in this pathless, vast Southwest Africa could only be

    conquered with the aid of other natives“. (65)

    In 1903 some Khoikhoin chiefs in Southern Namibia rose against German hegemony.

    „Governor Leutwein wanted to subdue the rebellious people

    personally, gathered a maximum number of troops in the South

    and thus thinned out the German military presence

    in the North.“ (66)

    The Hereros had only waited for this opportunity; they attacked German military posts, drove away numerous farmers and killed many German soldiers. The Ovambos likewise joined in the fighting. This concerted effort put the German colonial masters in a difficult position.

--------------------
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    On 11th August, 1904, the battle of Waterberg took place. The defeated Hereros fled eastwards into a desert-like sandveld, where they were cordoned off by the Germans for several months. The German colonialists literally caused them to starve and die of thirst.

    „The death rattles of the dying and the frenzied cries

    of madness (...) died away in the august silence of infinity!

    (...) The judgement had come to an end. The Hereros had

    ceased to be an independent tribe.“ (67)

    Only about 21,700 Hereros survived this genocide; over 70,000 were killed.

In 1907 the Khoikhoin rose anew against the German colonial administration. In a similar way as the Hereros they were nearly exterminated by the soldiers of General Deumling. Out of 20,000 Nama counted in 1890, only 9,800 survived in 1911. Hundreds of Namibian resistance fighters died in the concentration camps of Swakopmund and on Shark Island, off Luderitz Bay. According to official estimates about 45% of the interned Namibians died in these camps, a total of about 7,700 prisoners. During these uprisings (1903-1911) the German colonialists destroyed the existing subsistence economy and one third of the productive forces. (68)

2. Annexation by South Africa.

    During the First World War South African troops marched into Namibia and had wrenched the entire territory from the German control by 1915. After the end of the war, in 1918, the League of Nations entrusted Namibia as „Mandate C“ to the Union of South Africa to „further with all its energy the material and moral well-being and the social progress of the inhabitants of the territory“ (Article 2 of the Mandate Treaty). Initially, the South Africans continued the German colonial policy. All the same they expelled 7,000 out of a total of approximately 15,000 German residents. This was followed by a real wave of South African immigration. At the end of the Second World War, the whites in Namibia numbered about 50,000.

--------------------
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Gradually, the South African „native policy“ was introduced in Namibia. In 1925 the white population obtained internal self-government, while the African majority was gradually deprived of virtually all human rights. Even after the demise of the League of Nations and the end of the Second World War, South Africa continued to administer Namibia as a mandated territory, while to all intents and purposes it had been incorporated into the Union as its fifth province. As from 1948, when the Boer „National Party“ seized political control in South Africa, Namibia may be considered to have been virtually annexed.

    After many legal tussles, endless court cases and various stunts performed in the name of International Law, the United Nations on 27th October, 1966, terminated South Africa’s mandate and declared that henceforth Namibia would be the immediate responsibility of the United Nations. The United Nations Council for Namibia, which was to device ways and means of organizing the future administration, was set up. As early as 1968, South Africa debarred the members of the Council from entering Namibia.

3. The Emancipation Movement

    As we have previously seen, the peoples of Namibia have a long tradition of resistance against German colonialism and South African apartheid to their credit. The feats of the Herero chief, Hosea Kutako, the Nama chief, Samuel Hendrik Witbooi, and the leader of the ‘Basters’, Jacobus Beukes, have become a legend in Namibia.

    But it was only in the ‘Fifties that Namibians employed as migratory labourers in Cape Town founded their first modern organization in the form of a workers’ movement. After the Bandung Conference in 1955 and Ghanaian independence in 1957, some political movements which had developed in Namibia began to discuss the idea of nationhood. Under the leadership of the famous Toivo Ja Toivo, a member of the Ovambo people, now incarcerated in the concentration camp on Robben Island (his sentence runs till 1988), the ‘Ovamboland People’s Organisation’ (OPO) with Sam Nujoma as president was founded in 1958.
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    In 1959 the ‘South West African National Union’ (SWANU) was constituted under the leadership of Jariretundn Kozonguizi. Various organizations of chiefs headed by Hosea Kutako formed a ‘Chiefs’ Council’ which protested against apartheid, alongside OPO and SWANU. In the early ‘Sixties their resistance primarily took the form of petitions, demonstrations and boycotts, which paralleled the Ghandian-pacifist policy of the South African ‘Congress’ movement. In 1960 the opposition elements among the Herero and Ovambo joined forces and changed the OPO to ‘South West African People’s Organisation’ (SWAPO).

    Under the chairmanship of Nujoma, conflicts developed within the SWAPO with the Herero Chiefs’ Council. The council opted out and founded a new party, the ‘National Unity Democratic Organization’ (NUDO). Although SWAPO and SWANU had merged in 1962 to form the „South West African National Liberation Front“ (SWANLF), the rivalries among the two organizations continued. Since then several small political organizations have sprung up, without however, achieving any noteworthy political relevance. SWAPO developed more and more into a mass organization. Although the majority of its adherents are Ovambo, an increasing number of East Caprivians, Hereros, Namas and people from other ethnic groups have swelled its membership.

    In late 1959 the Pretoria regime, after other unpopular measures, also tried to apply the „Group Areas Act“, i.e. the principle of Balkanization, to Namibia. Under the smokescreen of environmental sanitation a slum in Windhoek (the Old Warf) was to be demolished and the Namibians were to be resettled 5 km away at a place called Katutura („We have no abode“). In December 1959 serious disturbances touched off by this „resettlement“ exercise erupted in the centre of Windhoek. 250 women had started a demonstration which prompted the black population to express its solidarity. The police forces used armoured scout cars and opened fire on the demonstrators with the result that 13 Namibians were killed and 30 wounded, some of them seriously.
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    Sam Davis said in a BBC interview,

    „At this battle, 13 Africans were shot and killed, but the

    Boers retreated with many of them seriously injured and

    many cars belonging to the South African police bandits

    destroyed by the angry Namibians.“ (69)

    In another interview, Sam Nujoma described the beginning of the next phase of the liberation struggle in Namibia as follows:

    "In the early stages of our movement we appealed to the

    South African government to grant us freedom and

    independence ... But unfortunately all our demands were

    met with brutal force by the South African police. As

    a result we were finally compelled in 1966 to train the

    independence fighters of the SWAPO in the use of arms.

    Since that time we have been fighting against South

    African oppression in view of South Africa’s refusal to

    recognize our people’s right to self-determination." (70)

    Thus the Namibian freedom struggle went through all the phases that also characterize the Africans’ struggle for emancipation in the Republic of South Africa, ranging from passive resistance to emancipatory counter violence in the shape of armed revolution.

    "We operated in the Northwestern part of our country, in the

    ‘Kaokoveld’ and in Northern Ovamboland; in the East we

    cover Okavango and the Caprivi Strip. That’s where our

    armed forces operate. At the moment we are about to

    extend the military front to the centre and the South of

    the country. We have no areas that are completely

    liberated, due to Namibia’s geographical position, since

    it is surrounded by countries still under colonial rule.

    Our common border with Zambia in the East is very short ...

    We have no large liberated Zone but operational areas

    where we carry out more or less administrative functions

    such as catering for the medical, educational and academic

    needs of the population." (71)

    Already on 26th August, 1966, South African troops attacked a SWAPO guerilla base at Onkulumbahe:

    "Thinking that the African guerrillas were just equipped

    with stones and bottles, as had been the case in Windhoek

    in 1959, the Boers decided to attack the base during that

    time. Here they were met with heavy fire from automatic

    weapons. According to still incomplete figures, 15 Boers

    were killed on the spot and 22 other wounded, of whom

    7 died later." (72)

--------------------
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    These events were followed by hundreds of arrests. In September, 1967, 37 SWAPO guerrillas were charged with „terrorism“ in Pretoria; 87 further „conspirators“ did not appear in court; some managed to escape while others were killed by police during the „Witch-hunt“. On 9th February, 1968, 19 of the accused guerrillas were sentenced to life imprisonment in Pretoria, another nine (among them Toivo) to 20 years each. One SWAPO guerrilla died in prison during the trial, and only one of the accused was acquitted.

    In May 1968 fighting broke out on the Zambesi River near Katimo Mulilo in the Caprivi Strip. The SWAPO leader Tobias Hamyeko fell during this military confrontation. Since then there has been some more fighting in Northern Namibia, although the SWAPO is now trying to work out new tactics of liberation. The Ovambo rising of 1971/72 paralysed Namibia’s economy and prompted South Africa to send troops to Namibia and clamp a state of emergency on the country. The SWAPO published extensive reports on these developments but there are no reliable figures on the victims of South Africa’s acts of violence. According to SWAPO one to two hundred Namibians have so far been killed during the conflict.

    In an interview the present writer had with Sam Nujoma at Frankfurt airport on 18th September, 1973, the president of the SWAPO defined the immediate social-revolutionary tasks of SWAPO thus:

(a)  to extend the people’s war from Northern Namibia

      to the remaining parts;

(b)  to co-ordinate its struggle with the revolutionary struggle in South

      Africa and the rest of Southern Africa;

(c)  to ensure maximum medical, financial, and military

      assistance for its struggle;

(d)  to propagate the democratic aims and revolutionary

      success of SWAPO, and

(e)  to obtain Namibia’s recognition as the legal and

      legitimate home of all Namibians.  (73)

--------------------
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Chapters 6 and 7 still to be edited…

Epilogue

ABOUT THE FORMULATION OF A REVOLUTIONARY THEORY FOR SOUTH AFRICA

1. Economic structural change since the 60’s

As we have seen, the South African Republic had its origin in a British colony. For the economy, this meant an extreme foreign dependency, because as a colony, an area is of high interest to its motherland due to a few but important raw materials to be exchanged for manufactured goods.

Now, the Republic of South Africa has been a sovereign country for several decades, but its economy is still stuck to the old structures from the colonial period. This is all the more important than it has to pay high freight rates for the trade with the developed countries because of its geographical location.

For the conversion of the economy from the export of raw products to industrially manufactured goods, the Republic of South Africa requires a high degree of imports of capital goods, which it covered during a long period with gold exports. But meanwhile, the South African gold mining is decreasing, and the trade deficit has seen a growing trend. (1)

For the Republic of South Africa, which is more a police state than a republic, apart from the gold and diamond mines, there is a second source of wealth: the Apartheid. Originally intended as a support of the white workers in competition with their African colleagues, the various 'race' laws or proclamations, such as the "Industrial Conciliation Act” (1924), the "Bantu Labor (Settlement of Disputes) Act. No. 53" of 1953, the “Industrial Conciliation Act No. 28" of 1956, etc., finally were a good chance to employ about 80% of the population at wages that do not even cover the minimum subsistence. In the early 60’s the white rulers finally transformed South Africa in a "democratic police state" (Heribert Adam), in a huge prison for African slave laborers, temporarily even undercutting the minimal cost of reproduction of cheap labor, that is, 60% of the black wage-workers vegetated on the bare physical (not civilized) subsistence level and partially even below it. The generation of an identity between economic super-exploitation and political discrimination (Apartheid) has enabled the "crisis-free” and continuous expansion of economic growth.

The apartheid laws not only cause the extremely low wage level, but also guarantee, in relation with the contract worker system and the "Bantustans", a labor market, which the industrial nations have not seen for a long time. Especially countries with long-lasting shortage of manpower, as the Federal Republic of Germany - now No. 1 trading partner of the South African Herrenvolk (master race) State - are keen to exploit this favorable situation in South Africa through the outsourcing of production sites.

Thus, for example "the direct investments of the Federal Republic of Germany in South Africa are currently the largest, and they also have the highest growth rates.” The West German investments rose from “60 million DM in 1956, to 630 million DM in 1968. So they showed an increase of about 950 percent." (2)

The Federal Republic of Germany, which as one of the strongest industrial nations does not possess own colonies since the First World War, due to its traditional relations with Southern Africa, is especially committed there. Meanwhile, over 100 West German companies have branches in the apartheid State. (3)

Much closer than in the field of direct investments are the economic ties between the Federal Republic of Germany (FRG) and South Africa in the field of trade relations: only in the last eight years, the FRG-exports to South Africa tripled - it increased by a total of 1.2 billion DM in 1967 to 3.6 billion DM in 1974 (in the crisis year of 1975 there was a slight decline to 3.4 billion DM). (3a)

On the other hand, of course also the United Kingdom , the United States of America and France have strong ties with the Republic of South Africa. (4)

One could assume that by the investment boom during the 60’s, the differentiation in salary levels in South Africa would be repealed. Just the opposite is the case, because the large reserves of labor have not been exhausted at all. The direct consequences for the African population are well known, malnutrition, disease and an infant mortality, which is up to ten times higher than that of the 'whites' in South Africa. (5)

In this way, Africans are increasingly relegated to a "lumpen-proletariat", which has no more opportunities to determine their own destiny through political activities. This makes the social-revolutionary work of emancipation movements very difficult. The "master race" however is enabled by the racist laws to hold, expand and consolidate its own position.

2. "Consultation" and "dialogue policy”

In the early 70’s, the Republic of South Africa called the politically independent African states to a "dialogue" about a possible collaboration, and offered them the opportunity to establish diplomatic relations. This seemed inconsistent with the threats of the "Unholy Alliance" (South Africa, Rhodesia and Portugal) raised in 1970 against members of the Organization of African Unity (OAU). This "alliance" was born out of common economic and political interests of the 'white' minority governments.

In order to prevent the spread of the influence of these liberation movements and to stabilize the "inner peace" that foreign investors appreciate so much, the military cooperation of the "alliance" and a military expansion seemed necessary.

The objective of a "dialogue" between South Africa and "Black Africa", which found acceptance in some African countries (Ivory Coast, Ghana, Malawi, Madagascar, Central African Republic and Uganda), but was rejected by the OAU, had then (as now) concrete economic reasons.

With an increasing level of accumulation, the capital of the Republic of South Africa meets the borders of the internal market. The rapid "development" contrasts with the purchasing power of African wage earners. The establishment of always newer production capacities leads to an ever-increasing mass of use values, which at some point in the national context can only realize its exchange value, if the effective, that is, the solvent demand is increased.

If the current unjust distribution of the total product of the country between labor (wage earners) and capital (companies) does not want to be changed, there is only one solution: increasing the size of the market and thus of the demand by regional expansion.

South Africa’s need for such an expansion was reflected in the efforts to establish a "Common Market of Southern Africa". The "new" policy of President J. B. Vorster (1974/75) towards countries like Liberia, has to be seen under this aspect, too. It is clear that the South African economy (and thus the one of Rhodesia) permanently finds itself in crisis, which it overcomes only with the help of a larger African market.

At the end of the 60’s South Africa found itself in the following position: on one hand, the long-term decline in export prices led to an ever-increasing trade deficit. From 1965 till 1969, it expanded to an annual average of 312 pounds sterling. (6)

This deficit could be covered during some time by gold exports. In 1960, gold worth of 309 million pounds sterling was exported, in 1969 it was for 473 million pounds sterling. But the goldmines are exhausted: "The gold production in 1969 was only 0.5% higher than 1968. It is expected that production will begin to fall from mid-1970."

Exactly this was the case since then. Far more threatening than the production decline, now even live threatening for the South African economy is the current price decline. The gold price boom at the beginning of the world economical recession and as a result of the global currency crisis, where the price increased to over $ 200 per ounce and where the then South African Minister of Finance loudly announced a future price of 250-300 dollars, was followed by an incredibly sharp price decline to $ 100 per troy ounce Gold in the middle of 1976; a further decline to $ 80 is expected. This threatens the existence of the current gold production in South Africa - the productivity of the often obsolete equipment is low, which means in some cases at current prices: they no longer work profitable; as a result, in 1976 there was a rapid drop in prices of mining shares (in the first half of 1976 the rates were halved). (6b)

This current crisis in the gold production, which is the lifeblood of the South African economy has a contrary effect on the "reasonable" positions of industrial circles to loosen the policy of apartheid and to increase the consumption capacity of the masses through higher wages: the low wages in the gold mines are urgently required if profitability is not to be further limited.

The very low incomes of the Africans thus restrict the demand and with it the market of the South African industry, which in turn did not allow a cost-reducing mass production. As a South African study showed, only a common market in southern Africa could help the Republic of South Africa with its trade balance dilemma, that was not solved until today.

But what would be the implications for African countries with economic relations to the Republic of South Africa?

The history of Western Europe and North America shows that industrialization in a capitalist country always means the economic exploitation of other countries. It is always the economically and militarily stronger state, which first absorbs his "partner’s” food and raw materials (whether by theft or by trade), then appropriates the production factor of labor through outsourcing of industries or migrant workers and, finally, acquires the monopoly for the distribution of its own manufactured goods in the exploited country.

Thus, Rhodesia’s industry was not able to develop because of the close connection with South Africa. Only the Central African Federation made it possible for Rhodesia to protect itself against this economic pressure. With the decline of the Federation and the binding to the "Alliance" Rhodesia fell again in the wake of the South African economy. (7)

The 60-year-long commitment of Namibia to the Republic of South Africa has as a result that the economy of this country is based solely on mining, agriculture, fisheries - i.e. primary production - and a little tourism.

Similarly, the consequences are catastrophic for the "Bantustans" Transkei, Lesotho, Botswana and Swaziland. Migrant workers from these "independent" African countries but also from countries such as Mozambique and Malawi, are an inherent part of the South African strategy to create an economic metropolitan area in southern Africa. Because of its economic dependence the new FRELIMO government in Mozambique is forced to surrender the already traditional 200,000 migrant workers to the apartheid system of economic exploitation in the mines of South Africa, in spite of its revolutionary victory, otherwise threatens a very dire economic crisis in the country; also the internationally very controversial Cabora Bassa Barrage project is (still) running at full speed with the approval of FRELIMO and will supply electrical power to South Africa as it had been agreed with the Portuguese colonialists. A very expensively won political-military emancipation from Portuguese colonialism by a bloody 15-year guerrilla struggle appears at first to fail due to the international economic system and to end in an economic dependence on the Republic of South Africa.

One can summarize the general situation as follows: "relaxation" and "Bantustan policy” are two sides of the same counter-revolutionary strategy. Looking at the "relaxation" as a ‘purely’ political step, then it’s clear that it represents nothing else than an attempt by the Boer National Party to break out of the international isolation, that various international organizations had been imposed on South Africa after its withdrawal from the Commonwealth.

As shown above, the motive for this policy results from economic and domestic political constraints. The Republic of South Africa is a sub-imperialist metropolis and forms the center of an economically integrated and / or associated association of countries of Southern Africa (from Zaire, Zambia, Mozambique to Zimbabwe and other countries). Some of these countries, for example Zambia, for political reasons have previously opposed themselves to the entry of goods and capital from South Africa. However, as was made clear, the capitalist South African economy depends on the search for new export markets for products, mining technology, mining capital, etc.. Global inflation has enabled some of the South African products to compete in African markets, so that the sub-Saharan countries see themselves obliged to trade with the apartheid regime. Social problems (e.g. monocultures) or social unrest have forced countries such as Zambia and Zaire to trade with South Africa.

The problems of the national liberation movements in southern Africa, but also the obvious failure of some of them (such as the ANC or the UNITA) made it necessary and possible for countries like Zambia, to find means and ways with which to test the theories of the Lusaka Manifesto. Certainly the timely isolation from the "white South" carried out for political reasons by the ruling elite of Zambia, brought about many “victims".

The drive to find markets in Africa, required an expansion of the internal market, which simply means the full integration of the African consumers into the "Western" consumer pattern of the "white" South Africa. Shortage of skilled workers, irregular and decreasing immigration of whites, rising economic expectations and the evolving political consciousness of the urban black workers have forced the Vorster government to allow them former inaccessible professions and raise their wages so that they can buy the products launched from the conveyor belts of the consumer goods industry.

Apart from the fact that this questioned seriously the heart of apartheid – namely job reservation (the reservation of qualified professions for whites) - and threatened the electoral base of the ruling Nationalist Party, it is of great importance for the revolutionary theory: millions of African workers reach thus the same socio-economic development stage, which the Boer and British workers had acquired immediately before and after the Second World War, which will result in comparable political consequences.

3. Bantustan policy and "anti-Communist alliance" in Southern Africa

The Bantustan policy has maintained basically the function of the reserve system, that is, keeping ready cheap African labor for the purpose of increased exploitation, while satisfying at the same time the growing political demands of an urbanized black working class (e.g. in Soweto) without undermining the white capitalist hegemony.

Converting the urban blacks to strangers in the "white" South Africa and giving them "civil rights" in pseudo-"States", the Bantustans, is a magnificent trick.

These "states" will forever remain mere vassals and slums of the South African metropolis - as seen on the development of Lesotho, Swaziland and Botswana. The total economic and political-military power will remain in the hands of the white ruling class in South Africa.

In the coming decades of "peaceful" development and stability - if this will ever be the case; the events in the summer of 1976 speak another language - the Africans in South Africa will be regarded as foreigners, they themselves indeed will feel and be treated as such. Therefore, the structure of social apartheid can gradually be eliminated and the world will be rid of the stinking smell of apartheid. But whatsoever, only a very thin layer of the black middle-class had access to the troughs of the "white and Western civilization" in South Africa; the overwhelming majority of Africans has vegetated on the edge of subsistence. For these millions, it is irrelevant whether there is social apartheid or not, the class barriers show them their place. As long as the whites are not set under pressure by a looming expansion of a militant black working class, apparently they need not mourn the softening apartheid. A focal point of this whole strategy of the South African government is the creation of a submissive black bourgeoisie among the various African "nations". These elite classes are used to broaden the base of the South African capitalist state. They will all try to conquer and preserve "their own" “national" market in their rural (and partially urban) ghettos. They will represent the economic base and the last resort for the ideology of "nationalism" of the Xhosa, Zulu, etc.. To create such a class requires prudence, time and stability. Even parts of the liberation movement and some of its charismatic leaders will be used in this process, even when they have to repatriate them from exile or release them from concentration camp Robben Island.

But here arise the problems for the strategy of the ruling class. The events in Angola, Zimbabwe and Mozambique offered the white rulers a brilliant opportunity to show their counter-revolutionary tactics as a broad pan-African anti-communist alliance of South African countries, that are allegedly threatened by the "Russian-Cuban imperialism”.

Economic necessity, ideological pressure and the challenge of working class and student unrest in their countries have led the governments of countries such as Zambia, Malawi and Botswana, to join in fact this alliance.

This development has a dialectical effect on the domestic policies of the government in Pretoria. Because Kaunda & Co. must be considered anti-communist in their own countries, without giving up their "anti-apartheid" attitude. This means that increased pressure is exerted on the domestic junta to throw over board the offensive aspects of apartheid in the eyes of the West (so as the liberal circles in the "first world" understand it), so that for the agents of neo-colonialism in South Africa it is possible, as blacks to maintain some credibility with their people.

Another factor of great importance in the near future is the urgent need of Vorster to keep the armed struggle away from South Africa. Therefore it is urgent to defuse the situation in Namibia, even if this means that the territory is handed over to any 'Africanist', pro-capitalist black government. A similar situation is developing in Zimbabwe (Rhodesia). What is happening actually in Namibia, is a main rehearsal for what is planned in the Republic of South Africa. The ideologues of the Nationalist Party know that if they abolish the appearance form and certain obvious aspects of apartheid, they sooner or later have to do the same in South Africa. This is an additional means by which the white ruling class tries to prepare the white electorate for the acceptance of an arrangement of black pro-capitalist elements in the various liberation movements of this region and with their "homeland puppets” Matanzima, Buthelezi and Co. This overall strategy has adopted concrete forms only since the early seventies, and it has to be dealt with carefully at the level of revolutionary theory.

So we can summarize:

Vorster's detente policy, which now also controls Zambia, more and more seems to aim at chaining economically the whole of Africa south of Sahara to the "sub-metropolis" of South Africa and to turn politically independent countries into "Bantustans"; the late capitalist super-colonialism, which operates by means of imperialist sub-centers in the former colonial world, shows its "new" face: it is the same old, only with cosmetic changes. This sub-metropolis of the western world in Africa has the historic task of protecting the international capital militarily and economically. The international conflict in Angola, 1975/76, which once more is reflecting precisely the various world movements: Western capital interests, the division of international communism, the nationalist liberation movements that have got into the political and strategic calculations of the superpowers, and the total disagreement and hopelessness of the formal politically independent African states. This conflict was only the revolutionary prologue to the all-decisive drama in the Republic of South Africa itself in the coming years.

Written in Summer, 1976.

________________
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