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1. When the purpose and the basis of States' international policies are
misunderstood, there is introduced into the world a new and unnecessary disharmony,
disagreements, conflicts of interest, or different assessments of human priorities,
which provoke an excess of tension in the world, and disastrously divide mankind, at
a time when united action is necessary to control modern technology and put it to the
service of man. It is for this reason that, discovering widespread misapprehension of
our attitudes and purposes in relation to Southern Africa, we the leaders of East and
Central African States meeting at Lusaka, 16th April 1969, have agreed to issue this
Manifesto.

2. By this Manifesto we which to make clear, beyond all shadow of
doubt, our acceptance of the belief that all men are equal, and have equal rights to
human dignity and respect, regardless of colour, race, religion or sex. We believe that
all men have the right and the duty to participate, as equal members of the society, in
their own government. We do not accept that any individual or group has any right to
govern any other group of sane adults, without their consent, and we affirm that only
the people of a society, acting together as equals, can determine what is, for them, a
good society and a good social, economic, or political organisation.

3. On the basis of these beliefs we do not accept that any one group
within a society has the right to rule any society without the continuing consent of all
the citizens. We recognise that at any one time there will be, within every society,
failures in the implementation of these ideals. We recognise that for the sake of order
in human affairs, there may be transitional arrangements while a transformation from
group inequalities to individual equality is being effected. But we affirm that without
an acceptance of these ideals - without a commitment to these principles of human
equality and self-determination - there can be no basis for peace and justice in the
world.

4. None of us would claim that within our own States we have achieved
that perfect social, economic and political organisation which would ensure a
reasonable standard of living for all our people and establish individual security
against avoidable hardship or miscarriage of justice. On the contrary, we
acknowledge that within our own States the struggle towards human brotherhood and
unchallenged human dignity is only beginning. It is on the basis of our commitment
to human equality and human dignity, not on the basis of achieved perfection, that we
take our stand of hostility towards the colonialism and racial discrimination which is
being practised in Southern Africa. It is on the basis of their commitment to these



universal principles that we appeal to other members of the human of the human race
for support.

5. If the commitment to these principles existed among the States holding
power in Souther Africa, any disagreements we might have about the rate of
implementation, or about isolated acts of policy, would be matters affecting only our
individual relationships with the States concerned. If these commitments existed, our
States would not be justified in the expressed and active hostility towards the regimes
of Southern Africa such as we have proclaimed and continue to propagate.

6. The truth is, however, that in Mozambique, Angola, Rhodesia, South-
West Africa, and the Union of South Africa, there is an open and continued denial of
the principles of human equality and national self-determination. This is not a matter
of failure in the implementation of accepted human principles. The effective
Administration in all these territories are not struggling towards these difficult goals.
They are fighting the principles; they are deliberately organising their societies so as
to try to destroy the hold of these principles in the minds of men. It is for this reason
that we believe the rest of the world must be interested. For the principle of human
equality, and all that flows from it, is either universal or it does not exist. The dignity
of all men is destroyed when the manhood of any human being is denied.

7. Our objectives in Southern Africa stem from our commitment to this
principle of human equality. We are not hostile to the Administrations of these States
because they are manned and controlled by white people. We are hostile to them
because they are systems of minority control which exist as a result of, and in the
pursuance of, doctrines of human inequality. What we are working for is the right of
self-determination for the people of those territories. We are working for a rule in
those countries which is based on the will of all the people, and an acceptance of the
equality of every citizen.

8. Our stand towards Southern Africa thus involves a rejection of
racialism, not a reversal of the existing racial domination. We believe that all the
peoples who have made their homes in the countries of Southern Africa are Africans,
regardless of the colour of their skins; and we would oppose a racialist majority
government which adopted a philosophy of deliberate and permanent discrimination
between its citizens on grounds of racial origin. We are not talking racialism when
we reject the colonialism and apartheid policies now operating in those areas; we are
demanding and opportunity for all the people of these States, working together as
equal individual citizens, to work out for themselves the institutions and the system of
government under which they will, by general consent, live together and work
together to build a harmonious society.

9. As an aftermath of the present policies it is likely that different groups
within these societies will be self-conscious and fearful. The initial political and
economic organisations may well take account of these fears, and this group self-
consciousness. But how this is to be done must be a mater exclusively for the peoples



of the country concerned, working together. No other nation will have a right to
interfere in such affairs. All that the rest of the world has a right to demand is just
what we are now asserting - that the arrangements within any State which wishes to
be accepted into the community of nations must be based on an acceptance of the
principles of human dignity and equality.

10. To talk of the liberation of Africa is thus to say two things. First, that
the people in the territories still under colonial rule shall be free to determine for
themselves their own institutions of self-government. Secondly, that the individuals
in Souther Africa shall be freed from an environment posed by the propaganda of
racialism, and given an opportunity to be men - not white men, brown men, yellow
men, or black men.

11.  Thus the liberation of Africa - for which we are struggling - does not
mean a reverse racialism. ...

12.  On the objective of liberation as thus defined, we can neither surrender
nor compromise. We have always preferred, and we still prefer, to achieve it without
physical violence. We would prefer to negotiate rather than destroy, to talk rather
than kill. We do not advocate violence; we advocate an end to the violence against
human dignity which is now being perpetrated by the oppressors of Africa. If
peaceful progress to emancipation were possible, or if changed circumstances were to
make it possible in the future, we would urge our brothers in the resistance
movements to use peaceful methods of struggle even at the cost of some compromise
on the timing of change. But while peaceful progress is blocked by actions of those
at present in power in the States of Southern Africa, we have no choice but to give to
the peoples of those territories all the support of which we are capable in their
struggle against their oppressors. This is why the signatory states participate in the
movement for the liberation of Africa under the aegis of the Organisation of African
Unity. However, the obstacle to change is not the same in all the countries of
Southern Africa, and it follows therefore, that the possibility of continuing the
struggle through peaceful means varies from one country to another. ...

The Union of South Africa is itself an independent sovereign State and a
Member of the United Nations. It is more highly developed and richer than any other
nation in Africa. On every legal basis its internal affairs are a matter exclusively for
the people of South Africa. Yet the purpose of law is people and we assert that the
assert that the actions of the South African Government are such that the rest of the
world has a responsibility to take some action in defence of humanity.

There is one thing about South African oppression which distinguishes it from
other oppressive regimes. The apartheid policy adopted by its Government, and
supported to a greater or lesser extent by almost all its white citizens, is based on a
rejection of man's humanity. A position of privilege or the experience of oppression
in the South African society depends on the one thing which it is beyond the power of
any man to change. It depends upon a man's colour, his parentage, and his ancestors.



If you are black you cannot escape this categorization; nor can you escape it if you
are white. If you are black millionaire and a brilliant political scientist, you are still
subject to the pass laws and still excluded from political activity. If you are white,
even protests against the system and an attempt to reject segregation, will lead you
only to the segregation, and the comparative comfort of a white jail. Beliefs, abilities,
and behaviour are all irrelevant to a man's status; everything depends upon race.
Manhood is irrelevant. The whole system of government and society in South Africa
is based on the denial of human equality. And the system is maintained by a ruthless
denial of the human rights of the majority of the population - and thus, inevitably of
all.

These things are known and are regularly condemned in the Councils of the
United Nations and elsewhere. But it appears that to many countries international law
take precedence over humanity. Therefore no action follows the words. Yet even if
international law is held to exclude active assistance to the South African opponents
of apartheid, it does not demand that the comfort and support of human and
commercial intercourse should be given to a government which rejects the manhood
of most humanity. South Africa should be excluded from the United Nations'
Agencies, and even from the United Nations itself. It should be isolated from world
trade patterns and left to be self-sufficient, if it can. The South African Government
cannot be allowed both to reject the very concept of mankind's unity, and to benefit
by the strength given through friendly international relations. And certainly Africa
cannot acquiesce in the maintenance of the present policies against people of African
descent.

The signatories of this Manifesto assert that the validity of the principles of
human equality and dignity extend to the Union of South Africa just as they extend to
the colonial territories of Southern Africa. Before a basis for peaceful development
can be established in this continent, these principles must be acknowledged by every
action, and in every state there must be a deliberate attempt to implement them.

We reaffirm our commitment to these principles of human equality and
human dignity, and to the doctrines of self-determination and non-racialism. We
shall work for their extension within our own nations and throughout the continent of
Africa.



