PERSPICTIVES OF OUR STRUGGLE
PART #{

Below we publish excerpts from a RADIO JFREEDOM inter-
view with COMRADE THABO MBEXI, a member of the National
sxecutive Committee of the ..frican National Congress,.
""DAWN" publishes these excerpts with the view that they
will provide concrete guidelines on the ever contimuing
iiscussions on the strategy and tactics of our revoluti
sry war for liberation.

$ A few days ago, you'll remember that a unit of Um=
khonto we Sizwe tlasted or sabotuged some electric transform—
ers in an electric depot in Durban, bringing the whole town
into darkness, and some of the factories could not be used for
almost the whole day. What was the purpose of the attack?
$ Well, as you know, the Chief Representative

of the African National Congress in Dar-Es-Salaam issued a
statement after that explaining this attack. Andas you will
remember, he said that the African National Congress as is the
mejority of the people of the country is opposed to the fas-
cist republic, whose twentieth anniversary the racists are
celebrating during the month of May. He said that this action
is part of the whole offensive for the birth of a democratic
non=racial united republic of all the people of South Africa.

The Chief lep., in [ar-Es-Salaam a 1 & o said that the
action proved that the units of Umkhonto we Sizwe are not out-
side of South Africa, that they are not operating frum Mozam=-
bique - they are in South Africa. They are based in
South Africa, they are operating from within South Africa.
This is obviously so because we carried out an operation in
Durban, and Durban is very far from anybody's border. And
therefore the Chief Representative said, this was an affirma-
tion of a point which the ANC has been making all the time,
that the armed struggle is being carried out within the countxy.
Now I would like to adéd that the very fact of the action rep-
resented a defeat .for the enemy. You remember that the enemy
came in January to attack houses in Matola,®Mozambique, claim=-
ing that these were ANC bases., They made a4 lot of noise about
having killed a lot of leading commanding personnel of Umkho-
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nto we Sizwe, trying to project the image that by carrying out
that operation, they hed succeeded to make it impossible for
Umkhonto we Sizwe to carry out the military struggle within
the country. Now I'm ssying that the fact of this action
shows that the enemy failed in its intentions,

We have told the enemy anywayy We have said it in pub-
lic that these were residences, they were not military bases,
they were not military headquarters and if the enemy really
wants to get Umkhonto we Sizwe, they've got to find Umkhonto
within the country. I'm saying that in addition to what the
Chief Representative had said in Dar-Es-Salaam, the operation
in Durban was an affirmation by the ANC, by MK, that the option
of armed struggle is a permanent part of our struggle to dest-
roy this racist republic and create a Democratic Republic of
all the people of South Africa.

METHODS (OF STRUGGLE

Ol: It would seem that you are saying that violent
means of overthrowing the fascist republic is the only way, the
only strategy which is viable., You dor't seem to be giving a
chance to other strategies 1like the non-violent way of achie-
ving this goal. Why do you think the violent means is the only
atrategy which can work there?

¢ It is not the position of the ANC that the
omwy feasible way of struggle in South Africa is arme d
struggle. Now first of all, I think I should say that there
is no people in the world, never anywhere,who would willfully,
recklessly, irresponsibly decide that the only way to bring
about change (the only way we like to bring about change) is
by force of arms. The ANC least of all. The ANC was founded
~to liberate the oppressed people in order that the oppressed
veople should enjoy a better life. The ANC couldn't therefore
just set out, out of that willful irresponsibility, to decide
that people must die. Therefore, I'm saying t“e option of
armed struggle for the people of South Africa and for any
other people for that matter, is always forced on the people
by the enemy. I don't have to talk about the whole long his=-
tory of peaceful, non=violent struggle that our people under
the leadexrship of the ANC carried out for decades, I don't
have to speak about that hecause everybody knows about that.
There were moments when the masses of the people were in fact
beginning to querry the wisdom of the leadership of the ANC,
which said,at moments of provocation, that the time for armed
struggle is not yet. There is still a little bit of a chance
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that we can bring about a peaceful change in this country, and
so on., And the people were beginning to say no, but that is
an illusion. The enemy is refusing to move, the enemy is
refusing to change! Therefore, I'm saying that the decision
to adopt the option of armed struggle, is a decision that was

forced on the ANC,..

CHOICE OF METHOD

ON: But I would think if you look into strategies for
revolution for instance, you find that no sane person adopts
suicidal strategies. Now given the South African strength and
the odds which the ANC is facing military wise, do you think
it's wise now for the black oppressed in South Africa to enga-
ge in violent struggle, military overthrow of the fascie;
republic?

CIE, THABO MBEXI: The first point to make”is that we in fact
have no choice in the matter. It is not a question of us sit-
ting down and saying between the twc strategies or two options
of armed struggle, and peaceful struggle, which one shall we
choose. And then we say OK let's decide on non=violent peace-
ful struggle and hope that is going to bring us any change.
We've got a history of decades of struggle, of peaceful strug-
gle which resulted in greater repression and a vast growth in
the military expenditures of the South African regime, number
of soldiers, etc.

Take an example, a recent one: Bishop Tutu tours Burope
and America and talks as a man of peace and thinks that it is .
8till possible in South Africa, a small ¢hance exists for
change to come about by peaceful means. (The ANC respects
that opinion, but doesn't agree with it = it respects it).
What happens? The enemy then decides to use state violence
against him, they seize his passport. I'm saying that the
people have no choice. That was the lesson of Soweto.

For instance in 1976, the students came out t. demonst~-
rate solely on the question of education., Initially they were
not even talking about the whole apartheid system. They were
talking about a specific issue of education. They were unarm=
ed, they were walking in the streets and the enemy came and
shot them down. This is happening everyday. The other day as
you know with the workers' strike at Sigma, they were comple=-
tely unarmed. They were in the streets in a demonstration to
express their demands and some white woman took out a pistol
and shot. I'm saying there is no choice... the position that
the regime takes, the actual activities of the enemy oblige
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the oppressed people to tuke up arms because not to take up
arms means in fact to submit, certainly the ANC is not pre-
pared to submit, Therelfore, necessarily because of the posi-
tion that the enemy is taking, the optionof armed
struggle becomes inevitable.

But in my question I stated that I wanted to know
ether this strategy is the onl y one. As ycu know

at home you find workers striking, there are people who push
for negotiutions, they go to the goverument like the *'homeland
leaders', they go to negotiate. What is wrong with that?
wﬁl The African Kational Congress s a y s that
victory in Africa can only come to the oppressed people
if the oppressed people ergage in struggle to liberate them-
selves. The vas{ masses, the millions of the people, every
man and women and child, as well as saying that everybody,
must be involved in struggle because everybody who is oppres—
sed has got a stake in liberation. We are not saying that all
these millions will be inveolved in struggle only when and if
they are carrying guns. We are saying it is necessary for
this vast millions of oppressed people to be involved in strug-
gle to engage the ememy on all fronts. To engage the enemy
with whztever means and method they've got availuble to them,
thr.t includes the question you have mertioned -~ strikes...

It is necessary for the students on the issue of educa-
tion not to wait for somebody to come and solve the problem
of education for them... It is recessary that these hundreds
of thousands of students must be engaged in the struggle to
liberate themselves. Take any section ~f the community on any
issue, whether it is a rent isuue, a bus DSoycott question,
bus fares or whatever the issue is. The masses of ‘the people
have got to be actively engaged... That is part of the struggle.
Therefore, iere is no issue of a choice of saying either we
shoot or we have sirikes, We are saying that both have got to
happen,

The armed atruggle has got to continue. The mess politio=-
al struggle has also got to continue at the same time, We've
got to get the masses of the people involved as the struggle
develope, even beyon¢ the immediate question of rent; immediate
question of wagesj immedizte question or the character of edu-
cation, to be involved in their millions in the question o2
the character of education, to be involved in their millions
in the question of power, in the question of struggle for the




transfer of power to the hands of the people. And strikes,
demonstration, .protests and so on are also very relevant in
that struggle, in the struggle for the transference of power
to the people., Therefore, the ANC has never said and the ANC
can never say that strikes have become outdated, hzve become
a useless option, and if you are not carrying a pgun you are
not part of tne revolutiorary mainstream. That position is
wrong and the ANC has never said that. It says it is neces-
sary to combine mass popular actions around locel issues,
around nation~l issues and to combine this mass popular actions
together with armed struggle. And it is a combination of those
that is going to bring that liberation, 1 should 2lso say
that the ANC and Umkhonto we Sizwe don't have a cocnception of
armed struggle as of specialised units which are bearing arums
and the masses of the pecple are conducting their strikes,
demonstrations, boycotts and so on, but are otherwise as far
as the armed struggle is concermed, spectators.

The ANC is saying that when we talk about mass popular
struggle in South Africa, we alsc mean mass popular armed
struggle, We are saying that the masses of the people have
got themselves as the struggle develops, to be part and parcel
of this X, this people's army, 1'ts got to be a People's
Army because the people ave in it, because the people become
MK. ' Therefore I'm saying that the corcept of how we will
achieve victory becomes very important to understand. This is
not a matter of specialised groups of people whether it is
political struggle or military struggle. It is a struggle of
the messes of the pecple and the masses of the people today
can only engage with the only thing they've got in their hands,
the strike weapon. Let them use it in spite of the process.
Tomorrow those masses of the pesple will have guns in their
hands and they will use both guns and the strike until that
fascist regime is destroyed.

THE BANTUSTAN ‘LEADERS®

ON: Now let's go back to this question of the homeland
lecders 'negotiating' wiih the regime.
CDE, THABO MBEKI: I've been saying that what has to hep .en
if we are going to attzin victory is that the masses of the
people have got to be engaged in struggle. The apartheid
regime listens to its own voice. They decide for instance
that what will be good for the oppressed people is if we allow
them to share the same lunch or supper table with a white per-
son in a hotel somewhere in South Africa,and therefore, let
us a=mend the law in order to be able to allow these hotels
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to serve everybody without discrimination. Thev are listen-
ing to their own voice. They are deciding what it is that we
want, they are deciding what it is that we are complaining
abnut. But we have never said that our struggle is about
these segregation of hotels. We said that our struggle is
about political power, But the enemy wouldn't
listen, We then g e t somebody who calis himselt a leader
of our people, who goes to talk to that regime. And there

is not a single one of them, not a single one who can truth-
fully say, I went and spoke to Botha, Vorster or anybody., I
went to speak to them anc put these demands = like a2bolish
the pass laws = and they sat .nd listened and they said: If
that is the view of your people we accept it...

There is not a single i s su e o f importance +to
the oppressed people that the bantustan leaders have raised to
Pretoria which Pretoria has conceded, I'm saying there isn't
any. The reason there isn't any is because the Botha regime is
not prepared to listen. So in the first instance it's a waste
of time, secondlky but perhaps even more dangerous, it perpetu-~
ates an illusion that you can persuade Botha to stop to be a
racist, to stop to be an oppressor... It perpetuates an illu-
sion that change can come about because of the change of heart
on the part of the oppressor. That is an illusion, and it is
a dangerous illusion because it attempts to persuade the masg=
ea of the people not to struggle...

In the history of South Africa I remember the statement
made by the late Chief Luthuli when he received the Nobel
Prize: "Who will deny that I've svent thirty years of my life
knocking at a closed and barred door." That door was closed
when Chief Luthuli was alive. It is even more firmly closed
today. And it is a dangerous thing to try and spread an
illusion among the people that that door can be opened by the
knocking of the bantustan leaders. The only way to open that
door is through mass action, through armed struggle.

.But history also shows that there are some count=-
ries ch achieved their independence through negotiations

like Malawi and others. What will stop us from achieving

independence in South Africa through such means?

8 The issue cannot be, in my view, arugued in
that way., Let's take an example which people who use that
argument, don't want to talk about. This century there hgs
been two World Wars, the First and the Second., Both of these
World Wars broke out in Europe - supposedly the most civilised
countries in the world, people who had diplumatic representa~




tives in their capitals, had common economic interests and
were all whites together, Very destructive wars broke out in
BEurope twice in this century. Now that gituation of war became
necessary because there was no other way.

There is a specific, particular historical situation
which resulted in war in Burope as there were specific parti-
cular historical situations which resulted in for instance,
Nigeria getting its independence without having to resort to
armed struggle. A specific historical situation in which the

British Empire was collapsing and the British government saw
that there was no way in which they could hold Nigeria - that
they didn't have the possibility even if they put the British
troops in there... Therefore, they decided that the best
thing to do, let us corcede the independence of Nigeria - a
specific historical circumstance.

We've got a specific historical circumstance in South
Africa which we have found everywhere else in this region. No
amount of talking to the Portuguese would have removed them
from Mozambique or Angola, or the Ian Smith regime from Zime
babwe nor will any amount of talking remove the Botha regime
from Namibia. We've got a clear example of that today - a
whole conference is organised in Geneva to- discuss the Nami-
bian question and what does Pretoria do? They torpedo and
sabotage that coaference because they feel that the pressure
on them including the armed pressure of the People's Libera-

tion Army of Namibia is not yet strongenough to gain
victory.
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